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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES-Tuesday, October 16, 1985 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James David 

Ford, D.D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Gracious God, we are appreciative of 
those people whose love has graced 
our lives and whose support has been 
our strength. We are thankful for 
family and friends who have encour
aged us and whose concern has been 
with us in all the seasons of life. We 
remember their names in our hearts 
and pray Your special blessing upon 
them. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
The SPEAKER. The Chair has ex

amined the Journal of the last day's 
proceedings and announces to the 
House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the 
Journal stands approved. 

Mr. BROWN of Colorado. Mr. 
Speaker, pursuant to clause 1, rule I, I 
demand a vote on agreeing to the 
Speaker's approval of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the Chair's approval of the Journal. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker announced that the ayes ap
peared to have it. 

Mr. BROWN of Colorado. Mr. 
Speaker, I object to the vote on the 
ground that a quorum is not present 
and make the point of order that a 
quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum 
is not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify 
absent Members. 

The vote was taken by electronic 
device, and there were-yeas 242, nays 
103, answered "present" 7, not voting 
82, as follows: 

Ackerman 
Akaka 
Andrews 
Annunzio 
Anthony 
Applegate 
Archer 
Atkins 
Barnard 
Barnes 
Bateman 
Bates 
Beilenson 
Bennett 
Berman 
Biaggi 
Bliley 
Boner CTN > 
Bonior <Mil 
Borski 
Boxer 
Breaux 
Brooks 
Broomfield 

[Roll No. 3591 

YEAS-242 
Brown CCAl 
Broyhill 
Bruce 
Bryant 
Burton <CA> 
Byron 
Callahan 
Campbell 
Carper 
Carr 
Chapman 
Chappell 
Clinger 
Coats 
Coelho 
Coleman CTXl 
Combest 
Cooper 
Courter 
Coyne 
Crockett 
Daniel 
Darden 
Dasch le 

Davis 
de la Garza 
Dellums 
Derrick 
Dicks 
Dingell 
DioGuardi 
Donnelly 
Dorgan <ND> 
Dowdy 
Downey 
Duncan 
Durbin 
Dwyer 
Dyson 
Early 
Eckart COH l 
Eckert <NY > 
Edgar 
Edwards CCA l 
Erdreich 
Evans <IL> 
Fascell 
Fazio 

Feighan Leland 
Fish Levin <Mil 
Flippo Levine <CA> 
Florio Lipinski 
Foley Lowry <WA> 
Ford CTN> Luken 
Fowler Lundine 
Frost Manton 
Fuqua Markey 
Garcia Martinez 
Gaydos Matsui 
Gejdenson Mavroules 
Gephardt Mazzoli 
Gibbons McCioskey 
Gilman McDade 
Glickman McHugh 
Gonzalez McKinney 
Gradison McMillan 
Gray CILl Mica 
Gray CPA> Mikulski 
Green Miller <CA> 
Guarini Miller <WA> 
Hall <OH> Moakley 
Hall, Ralph Mollohan 
Hamilton Montgomery 
Hammerschmidt Moore 
Hansen Morrison <CT> 
Hawkins Mrazek 
Hayes Murphy 
Hefner Murtha 
Heftel Myers 
Henry Natcher 
Hertel Neal 
Holt Nichols 
Howard Nielson 
Hoyer Nowak 
Hubbard Oakar 
Huckaby Oberstar 
Hughes Obey 
Hutto Olin 
Hyde Ortiz 
Jeffords Owens 
Johnson Panetta 
Jones <NC> Pease 
Jones <OK> Pepper 
Kanjorski Perkins 
Kastenmeier Petri 
Kemp Pickle 
Kennelly Porter 
Kildee Price 
Kleczka Quillen 
Kolter Rahall 
LaFalce Rangel 
Lantos Ray 
Latta Regula 
Leath <TX> Reid 
Lehman <FL> Richardson 

Armey 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Bentley 
Bereuter 
Bilirakis 
Boehle rt 
Brown <CO> 
Burton <IN> 
Carney 
Chandler 
Clay 
Cobey 
Coleman <MO> 
Conte 
Craig 
Crane 
Dannemeyer 
Daub 
De Lay 
De Wine 
Dornan CCA l 
Dreie r 
Edwards <OK > 
Emerson 
Evans CIA> 

NAYS-103 
Fawell 
Fiedler 
Fields 
Frenzel 
Gallo 
Gekas 
Gregg 
Grotberg 
Gunderson 
Hendon 
Hiler 
Hopkins 
Hunter 
Ireland 
Jacobs 
Kindness 
Kolbe 
Kramer 
Lagomarsino 
Leach CIA> 
Lent 
Lewis <FL> 
Lightfoot 
Livingston 
Lloyd 
Loeffler 

Rinaldo 
Robinson 
Roe 
Rostenkowski 
Rowland <CT> 
Rowland CGAl 
Roybal 
Rudd 
Russo 
Savage 
Scheuer 
Schulze 
Schumer 
Seiberling 
Sharp 
Shumway 
Sisisky 
Skelton 
Slattery 
Smith CFLl 
Smith CIAl 
Smith CNEl 
Smith CNJ> 
Smith, Denny 

<OR> 
Spratt 
Stallings 
Stark 
Stenholm 
Stokes 
Stratton 
Studds 
Swift 
Synar 
Tauzin 
Taylor 
ThomasCGAl 
Torres 
Towns 
Traficant 
Valentine 
VanderJagt 
Visclosky 
Volkmer 
Walgren 
Weiss 
Wheat 
Whitehurst 
Whitley 
Whitten 
Wirth 
Wise 
Wolpe 
Wortley 
Wyden 
Wylie 
Yatron 

Lott 
Lungren 
Mack 
Madigan 
Marlenee 
Martin <IL> 
Martin <NY> 
McCandless 
McEwen 
McGrath 
McKernan 
Meyers 
Michel 
MlllerCOHl 
Molinari 
Monson 
Moorhead 
Morrison CWAl 
Packard 
Parris 
Penny 
Ridge 
Roberts 
Roemer 
Roth 
Roukema 

Saxton 
Schaefer 
Schuette 
Sensenbrenner 
Shaw 
Shelby 
Shuster 
Sikorski 
Siljander 

Skeen 
Slaughter 
Smith, Robert 

<NH> 
Smith, Robert 

<OR> 
Snowe 
Solomon 
Spence 

Stange land 
Strang 
Stump 
Sundquist 
Swindall 
Thomas<CA> 
Weber 
Wolf 
:&chau 

ANSWERED ''PRESENT"-7 
Anderson 
Dymally 
Gordon 

Addabbo 
Alexander 
Asp in 
Au Coln 
Badham 
Bedell 
Bevill 
Boggs 
Boland 
Bonker 
Bosco 
Boucher 
Boulter 
Bustamante 
Chapple 
Cheney 
Coble 
Collins 
Conyers 
Coughlin 
Dickinson 
Dixon 
English 
Foglletta 
Ford <Mil 
Frank 
Franklin 
Gingrich 

Hatcher 
Sabo 
Schroeder 

Snyder 

NOT VOTING-82 
Goodling 
Hartnett 
Hillis 
Horton 
Jenkins 
Jones CTN> 
Kaptur 
Kasi ch 
Kostmayer 
Lehman <CA> 
Lewis CCA> 
Long 
Lowery <CA> 
Lujan 
MacKay 
McCain 
McColl um 
Mccurdy 
Mine ta 
Mitchell 
Moody 
Nelson 
O'Brien 
Oxley 
Pashayan 
Pursell 
Ritter 
Rodino 
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Rogers 
Rose 
Schneider 
Solarz 
St Germain 
Staggers 
Sweeney 
Tallon 
Tauke 
Torricelli 
Traxler 
Udall 
Vento 
Vucanovlch 
Walker 
Watkins 
Waxman 
Weaver 
Whittaker 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wright 
Yates 
YoungCAK> 
YoungCFL> 
YoungCMOl 

Mr. RICHARDSON changed his 
vote from "present" to "yea." 

So the Journal was approved. 
The result of the vote was an

nounced as above recorded. 

MESSAGE FROM THE 
PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi
dent of the United States was commu
nicated to the House by Mr. Saunders, 
one of his secretaries. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate by Mr. 

Sparrow, one of its clerks, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a bill of the House of the 
following title: 

H.R. 2174. An act to provide for the trans
fer to the Colville Business Council of any 
undistributed portion of amounts appropri
ated in satisfaction of certain judgments 
awarded the Confederated Tribes of the 
Colville Reservation before the Indian 
Claims Commission. 

The message also announced that 
the Senate insists upon its amend-

0 This symbol represents the time of day during the House proceedings, e.g., 0 1407 is 2:07 p.m. 

Boldface type indicates words inserted or appended, rather than spoken, by a Member of the House on the floor. 
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ments to the joint resolution <H.J. 
Res. 372) "Joint resolution increasing 
the statutory limit on the public 
debt," disagreed to by the House, 
agrees to the conference asked by the 
House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. 
PACKWOOD, Mr. ROTH, Mr. DOMENICI, 
Mr. DANFORTH, Mr. ARMSTRONG, Mr. 
LoNG, Mr. BENTSEN, Mr. CHILES, and 
Mr. LEvIN to be the conferees on the 
part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that 
the Senate had passed a concurrent 
resolution of the following title, in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested: 

S. Con. Res. 79. Concurrent resolution cor
recting the enrollment of H.R. 2409. 

HOUR OF MEETING ON 
TOMORROW 

Mr. MA VROULES. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 
House adjourns today it adjourn to 
meet at 11 a.m. tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 
PERKINS). Is there objection to the re
quest of the gentleman from Massa
chusetts? 

There was no objection. 

COMPETITION IN PAY 
TELEVISION 

<Mr. TAUZIN asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. TAUZIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to alert the House to a new 
American invasion-the invasion of 
the encryptors. Although this warning 
may seem a bit amusing, it is a most 
serious one. 

Encryption or scrambling of satellite 
television signals is being tested now 
and is planned for full-time use early 
next year by most major producers of 
satellite television programming. In 
other words, Americans who have paid 
for, and installed home satellite recep
tion systems will soon face a situation 
where more and more of the program
ming they now receive will be scram
bled, and, thus, denied to them with
out the benefit of a decoding or de
scrambling device. 

Pay television programmers, like 
HBO, Cinemax, Showtime, the Disney 
channel and others, are planning to 
scramble to protect their right to com
pensation. That is well and good-pro
vided. Provided that home satellite 
systems have a fair right to pay for, 
receive, and descramble those signals. 

Last year this House voted to de
regulate a relatively new industry
cable television. And we did so because 
we expected cable TV to operate in a 
competitive environment. But if cable 
TV is ever granted the legal or practi
cal exclusive right to distribute Ameri
ca's pay television programming, we 

will have been responsible for deregu
lating a virtual monopoly. 

H.R. 1840, the Satellite Viewing 
Rights Act of 1985 seeks to guarantee 
a competitive environment-ensuring 
that your constituents and mine will 
have a real choice between cable and 
home satellite systems. 

I urge you to consider cosponsoring 
H.R. 1840 before the invasion of the 
encryptors is upon us. 

CONGRESS ADDRESSES PROB
LEM OF INTERSERVICE RIVAL
RY 
<Mr. ROTH asked and was given per

mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise a:.1d extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. ROTH. Mr. Speaker, at long 
last, Congress is finally addressing the 
problem of interservice rivalry in our 
Armed Forces. Wonderful. It is about 
time we are doing something about 
the Pentagon and the infighting that 
goes on there. The rivalry among the 
branches of our services, the Navy, 
Army, Air Force, Marines, is legend
ary, as anyone who has served in the 
Armed Forces can tell you. Most 
Americans believe that one branch of 
our Armed Forces would rather win a 
fight with another branch than win a 
battle with one of our Nation's adver
saries. 

Also, because of the sharp separa
tion among our Armed Forces, there 
are endless duplications and uncon
scionable added costs. This is one of 
the reasons our defense budget is so 
high. The effectiveness of our military 
is also impaired because of the lack of 
communication and coordination 
among the different branches in our 
Armed Forces. Yes, it is about time 
that the overweight Pentagon gets 
down into fighting trim and that we 
are not caught flatfooted in an in
creasingly dangerous world. 

THE DOD AUTHORIZATION 
CONFERENCE AGREEMENT 

<Mr. MONTGOMERY asked and 
was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.> 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Speaker, 
the delayed floor action on the DOD 
authorization con! erence agreement is 
resulting in serious repercussions for 
our enlisted personnel. 

An example is the 3-percent military 
pay raise which was to be effective Oc
tober 1, 1985. Another example in
volves the National Guard and Re
serve bonus programs. Authority to 
pay enlistment and reenlistment bo
nuses expired on September 30, 1985. 
Once reestablished, the authority 
cannot be used retroactively. 

It is not right that we continue to 
delay accepting the military con! er
ence agreement. It's not the big weap-

ons systems that are affected by this 
delay-they will eventually come on 
line. It is the people, those in uniform 
and those waiting to wear the uni
form, who are being hurt. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time to bring this 
military conference agreement to the 
floor. Let's get with it. 

THE COMMUNIST SANDINISTAS 
<Mr. LAGOMARSINO asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. LAGOMARSINO. Mr. Speaker, 
not long ago, many in this body asked: 
Are the Sandinistas really Commu
nists? Are they really dedicated to 
making Nicaragua a totalitarian police 
state, modeled after Cuba? 

Well, no longer should there be any 
doubt. Last night Sandinista Comman
dante Daniel Ortega suspended 
human and civil rights in that nation, 
including the right to free speech, free 
expression, public assembly, the right 
to strike, and freedom of the press. 
Justice Minister Rodrigo Reyes says 
news censorship "will be total." All 
sections of the media will now be re
quired to submit their material to the 
Interior ministry prior to publication 
or broadcast. 

Ortega said, 
In response to the terrorist politics of the 

United States • • • internal pawns of impe
rialism supported by some political parties, 
news media outlets, and religious institu
tions have redoubled their actions to sabo
tage the defense forces of our homeland. 

Cardinal Obando y Bravo a "sabo
teur"? la prensa a "saboteur" and 
"pawn of imperialism"? come on, Com
mandante! 

The people of Nicaragua deserve 
better than this, Mr. Speaker. They 
wish to live free from totalitarianism, 
from repression and suppression and, 
yes, free from communism. T he ac
tions, again, on the part of th{' Sandi
nistas in Nicaragua, are testament to 
their own war being waged against 
freedom here in our own hemisphere. 
Once again, the Communist Sandinis
tas are showing the world their true 
colors. 

A MORAL OUTRAGE 
<Mr. SILJANDER asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. SILJANDER. I just recently 
came back, Mr. Speaker, from the 
dedication of the new Holocaust 
Museum. The speakers there were 
moving, asking us to remember, re
member prejudice, remember hatred, 
remember racism. So it is fitting to 
continue this desire we have with the 
Soviet Jews, the starvation in Ethio
pia, the suffering blacks in South 
Africa, as we have in Romania. with 
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religious and ethnic persecution, and 
so many other countries, to continue 
our moral outrage at racist comments 
such as those made by Reverend Far
rakhan regarding the Jewish religion. 

I have introduced a resolution con
demning Mr. Farrakhan and his asso
ciation with the Ku Klux Klan and his 
incredibly wild statements such as 
quoting Hitler as "a very great man." 
He said that Israel is "structured on 
injustice, theory, lying and deceit, 
using God's name to shield your dirty 
religion.'' 

While some have said this resolution 
would only help promote Mr. Farrak
han, he has had rallies with thousands 
and thousands, recently almost 20,000 
in New York, cheering him on. Our 
moral outrage must stand up and 
speak out somewhere along the line. 
How far can we allow Mr. Farrakhan 
to go before this Congress should 
speak up and exercise its freedom of 
speech and condemn Mr. Farrakhan 
and ask him to please cease and desist 
in his racist comments toward the 
Jewish faith. 

TERRORISM 
<Mr. DORNAN of California asked 

and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. DORNAN of California. Mr. 
Speaker, I, too, had the honor this 
morning of being at the groundbreak
ing ceremony for the Holocaust Me
morial. Mr. Eli Weisel, as the distin
guished preceding speaker said, is 
truly the chronicler and conscience of 
the Holocaust. This morning, Mr. 
Weisel involved the memory of an 
American whose mortal remains are at 
this moment slowly making their way 
back to his homeland, the U.S.A. The 
bullet-punctured remains of Leon 
Klinghoff er bear cruel testimony to 
the horror of terrorism in our world 
today. No one is safe. Not children. 
Not senior citizens in wheelchairs. As 
Eli Weisel said at the ceremony this 
morning, this murder of Mr. Kling
hoffer was so vicious, so ugly, so 
absurd, the shooting of an American 
in his wheelchair, in the 70th year of 
his life-organized crime hiding 
behind political rhetoric. But Leon did 
not disappear beneath the waves. Wil
liam Shakespeare said it well in his 
play, "Hamlet," that "murder, though 
it has no tongue, will speak with most 
miraculous organ • • •." 

Leon Klinghoff er in death has given 
the lie to the absurd remarks of ter
rorist Mr. Abbas and those apologists 
of terror around the world who have 
said that Mr. Klinghoffer probably 
died of a heart attack. Yes, a Mafia 
heart attack-that's a bullet in the 
brain. 

I address you, President Mubarak. 
There are many of us in this House 
who are glad that you are the Presi-

dent of Egypt, but we implore you, 
before a stronger message is sent to 
you from the Congress of the United 
States, a financial message, please 
knock off this embarrassing rhetoric 
and stop responding to terrorism in a 
weak way. It is so unlike all the rest of 
your career. You're a fighter pilot; act 
like one. You sat next to President 
Sadat, your friend and mentor, as his 
blood was splattered on you by terror
ist bullets. You survived by God's will 
alone. You took care of those killers 
permanently and avenged your Presi
dent. Why so weak now? Stop widen
ing this gap between our two coun
tries. Let us stay together again in 
friendship, furthering peace in the 
Mideast. Do not let this terrorist hi
jacking of a pleasure ship succeed by 
damaging our good relations. Get real, 
Mr. President. Remember October 6, 
1981. 

EL SALVADORAN REFUGEES 
<Mrs. SCHROEDER asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mrs. SCHROEDER. Mr. Speaker, as 
a parent, my heart ached as I watched 
El Salvador's President Duarte send 
his children thousands of miles away 
to our country for protection. Presi
dent Duarte and the people of his 
country have endured so much that 
this seems blatantly unfair. 

As a Congresswoman, I am also 
angry that the same administration 
that would receive President Duarte's 
children for protection would continue 
to press criminal charges against 
American church people engaged in 
the sanctuary movement who are 
trying to protect other El Salvadoran 
refugees. 

I hope, with all my heart, that this 
administration rethinks its position 
and stops prosecuting American citi
zens who are trying to aid refugees 
from El Salvador. When we admit the 
children of the President of that coun
try, saying they cannot be protected, 
how can we possibly say that regular 
citizens can be safe? I also hope that 
this House moves as rapidly as it can 
on the Moakley bill, because that will 
help solve the problem. 

0 1240 

THE ROLE OF GOVERNMENT IN 
ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL POLICY 

<Mr. CLINGER asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. CLINGER. Mr. Speaker, recent
ly, I was pleased to have attended an 
excellent dinner-seminar held by the 
House Wednesday Group which I cur
rently chair. The event was titled 
"The Role of Government in Econom
ic and Social Policy" and proved to be 

a superb opportunity to have an infor
mal exchange of ideas between Mem
bers of Congress and members of the 
business and academic communities. 

The evening was highlighted by re
marks from our colleague BILL GRADI
soN, Brad Butler, chairman of Procter 
& Gamble, and David Saxon, presi
dent of MIT. Following short informal 
presentations, we also heard from 
Paul Volcker, Martin Feldstein, 
Charles Schultze, Paul McCracken, 
and a variety of other outstanding in
dividuals. 

Not surprisingly, although we 
sought to explain specific policy ques
tions in education, civil rights, and a 
range of other important topics, the 
bulk of our discussion kept coming 
back to the Federal budget deficit, its 
macro and micro effects, and the in
ability of our national political institu
tions to deal effectively with it. 

We learned from our guests, Mr. 
Speaker, that the budget deficit is the 
fundamental problem behind our 
trade deficit and unbalanced economic 
recovery. We cannot continue to avoid 
the tough choices that come with run
ning a government. At the same time, 
our guests learned from us that while 
government never quite moves fast 
enough to address all our problems, 
our approach to the deficit has 
changed substantially in recent years. 
We may not have done enough but at 
least we are moving in the right direc
tion. 

SUPPORT URGED FOR THE JCS 
REORGANIZATION ACT 

<Mr. SKELTON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Speaker, since 
1982, the House Armed Services Inves
tigation Subcommittee has looked 
long and hard into ways to improve 
the workings of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff. Gen. David Jones, the Chair
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and 
Gen. Shy Meyer, the Army Chief of 
Staff, triggered this effort in 1982. 
Both generals in articles described the 
poor advice and even poorer staff pro
cedures on the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

After a series of very thorough hear
ings, the House passed JCS bills in 
1982 and again in 1983 with broad, bi
partisan support. On both occasions, 
the Senate was unable to draft its own 
Joint Chiefs of Staff bill. This year, 
the House Armed Services Investiga
tion Subcommittee has again put to
gether another JCS bill. This session, 
however, the chances are very good 
that the Senate will address this im
portant matter. 

Over the past 2 weeks, two highly re
spected Members of the other body 
have given a series of speeches about 
the very serious problems in the orga-
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nization of our national defense estab
lishment. I commend them for their 
efforts. Having worked on this issue 
since 1982, I am pleased about the 
bright prospect of the Joint Chiefs of 
Staff reform becoming a reality. I 
hope that the Members here will sup
port the JCS Reorganization Act of 
1985 that was recently adopted by the 
House Armed Services Investigation 
Subcommittee. 

HIGH TECHNOLOGY MONTH 
<Mr. LEWIS of Florida asked and 

was given permission to address the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend his remarks.) 

Mr. LEWIS of Florida. Mr. Speaker, 
the technology that is developed in 
this country is one of our most impor
tant national assets and affects nearly 
every facet of our lives. 

Our homes are filled with the won
ders of high technology making our 
lives richer and more comfortable. 

The technological advances in the 
medical profession have increased the 
length and quality of our lives. 

Space and ground communication 
systems have drawn the world commu
nity closer together thereby changing, 
for the better, our concepts of the 
world. 

Technology has produced an unpar
alleled national defense capability and 
is a major factor in providing the 
proper climate for resumption of arms 
control talks. 

Our developing high technologies 
also provide for our significant inter
national competitive edge, producing 
both jobs and products. 

The high return on our national in
vestments in research and technology 
continues to be one of the best bar
gains available and I ask my colleagues 
to join with me this month, National 
High Technology Month, in recogniz
ing and saluting the Nation's aspira
tions and achievements in the various 
and far-reaching fields of high tech
nology. 

CUT OFF AID TO EGYPT 
<Mr. DARDEN asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. DARDEN. Mr. Speaker, Egypt's 
freeing of the hijackers of the Achille 
Lauro-who killed an American pas
senger-and its condemnation of our 
entirely justifiable operation to bring 
those outlaws to justice, should 
prompt reassessment of our aid pro
gram to Cairo. 

When Anwar Sadat made peace with 
Israel under the Camp David accords, 
the United States swiftly rewarded 
Egypt. Economic and military aid was 
only $21 million in 1974-today it 
totals almost $2 112 billion. 

Now, President Mubarak, after 
giving misleading statements about 
the location of these hijackers, insinu
ates that our interception of the crimi
nals, whom he allowed to escape, is an 
act of piracy. And he has the gall to 
demand an apology from us. 

We supported President Sadat for an 
act of peace by greatly increasing as
sistance to Egypt. President Mubar
ak's tolerance of terrorism warrants 
an inverse response-a cutoff of that 
aid. 

THE PEOPLE WANT ACTION ON 
THE DEFICIT NOW 

<Mr. KOLBE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. KOLBE. Mr. Speaker, the 
people of my district want action on 
the deficit-and they want that action 
now. 

While I was at home this last week
end, I stopped at a service station in 
Sunsites-the rural part of my dis
trict-to fix a leaky radiator hose. 
While the mechanic struggled under 
the hood of our car, he took the 
chance to tell me what he thought 
about our spending habits back here: 
"If you guys don't do something about 
that deficit, and stop all that spend
ing," he told me, poking a greasy 
finger in my chest, "I'm not going to 
have this service station or any job 
• • • and you'll darn well be out of a 
job, too!" 

You know, Mr. Speaker, he's right. 
And you know something else? The 
people of America have caught on to 
what we are doing back here. They've 
figured out that we can't have it both 
ways: voting for so-called "tough" 
budget resolutions to cut spending, 
and then voting for spending bills that 
waive the budget resolution. 

Who are we kidding? Not the Ameri
can people. 

We need the Gramm-Rudman 
amendment to impose some discipline 
on us and on this budget process. Not 
next year. Not next month. We need it 
now. 

RETAIN THE FULL DEDUCTIBIL
ITY OF STATE AND LOCAL 
TAXES 
<Mr. MANTON asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. MANTON. Mr. Speaker, tax 
reform will be successful only if it in
creases fairness and reduces the tax 
burden for middle America. This 
should be the test for any tax reform 
proposal. A major component of Presi
dent Reagan's tax plan falls far short 
of meeting this test. That, of course, is 
the President's proposal to eliminate 

the deductibility of State and local 
taxes. 

The State and local deduction has 
been a part of the Federal Tax Code 
since its creation in 1913. It is designed 
to prevent double taxation and to pre
serve the historic right of local govern
ments to raise revenues. 

A majority of middle-income taxpay
ers deduct their State and local taxes. 
In New York, the administration's pro
posal to end deductibility would add 
more than $1,600 to the tax bill of the 
average middle-income taxpayer. 

Furthermore, ending deductibility 
would have a devastating effect on the 
ability of State and local governments 
to provide basic services. Education, 
police and fire, aid to the poor and el
derly, health programs, all would 
suffer. 

This proposal is even worse because 
it comes at a time when State govern
ments are being forced to bear a great
er responsibility for public services. 

Finally, eliminating the State and 
local deduction would erode property 
values and dramatically increase the 
cost of home ownership. 

Mr. Speaker, if we are to make cer
tain tax reform fair and equitable, the 
full deductibility of State and local 
taxes must be maintained. 

FAVORABLE CONSIDERATION 
URGED FOR BUY AMERICAN 
PROVISIONS IN H.R. 2959 
<Mrs. BENTLEY asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
her remarks.) 

Mr. BENTLEY. Mr. Speaker, I call 
upon my colleagues to weigh several 
factors when they consider funding 
for the Bonneville Power Administra
tion. Last month, Westinghouse an
nounced it will no longer make large 
power circuit breakers. If access to for
eign markets were consistent with 
access to U.S. markets, Westinghouse 
would still be making circuit breakers. 

They will now be made abroad; an
other example of exporting not prod
ucts but jobs. Twelve hundred jobs. 
The 1979 trade agreements did not in
corporate Government procurement of 
heavy electrical equipment and our 
trading partners have taken advantage 
of this by selling here while U.S. man
ufacturers have been excluded over 
there. 

In the last 5 years, foreign penetra
tion in the U.S. market has gone from 
15 to 95 percent. There is no reciproci
ty. Yet in the last 4 years, over 80 per
cent of the items purchased by Bonne
ville Power Administration and funded 
in large part by American taxpayers 
have been for foreign-made equip
ment. Why? These are American tax
payers' dollars. We, the Congress, are 
the trustees for that money. In good 
conscience, we must make certain 
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American taxpayers' money is spent to 
insure American jobs. 

Please consider favorably the buy 
American provisions in H.R. 2959. 

D 1250 

NATO PARLIAMENTARIANS SUP
PORT STRATEGIC DEFENSE 
INITIATIVE 
<Mr. STRATTON asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Speaker, the 
city of Washington, DC, is generally 
regarded as the news capital of the 
world, but, surprisingly, with respect 
to a very historic event that took place 
yesterday in the city of San Francisco, 
I have not seen that event reported 
anywhere since it took place. That 
event was a convening of the North 
Atlantic Assembly made up of parlia
mentary representatives from the 16 
NATO countries who, after a 3-day 
discussion of the issue and after listen
ing to outstanding and very inf orma
tive speeches by Secretary Shultz and 
Ambassador Nitze, voted overwhelm
ingly to support the Strategic Defense 
Initiative of President Reagan. 

In fact, that voting margin was 4 to 
1 when the votes were counted by our 
NATO allies, and I think that is an 
outstanding and surprising success for 
the SDI. 

This remarkable result, Mr. Speaker, 
was made possible by the tireless ef
forts of the leaders of our North At
lantic Assembly House delegation, the 
gentlemen from Texas, Mr. BROOKS, a 
former President of the Assembly, and 
the chairman of the House delegation, 
the gentleman from Florida, Mr. FAs
CELL, the chairman of the great House 
committee on Foreign Affairs. Both of 
these leaders worked tirelessly with 
the delegations from Europe and 
Canada to convince them of the 
wisdom of the SDI. 

I might also point out that both of 
these leaders who made this important 
victory possible for the Reagan admin
istration were both Democrats. In that 
great legislative body. there was no 
partisanship; we worked as a team, 

REMOVAL OF NAME OF MEMBER 
AS COSPONSOR OF H.R. 3520 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan
imous consent that my name be re
moved as a cosponsor of H.R. 3520. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

PERMISSION FOR SUBCOMMIT
TEE ON MERCHANT MARINE 
OF COMMITTEE ON MER
CHANT MARINE AND FISHER
IES TO SIT DURING THE 5-
MINUTE RULE ON THURSDAY, 
OCTOBER 17, 1985 
Mr. BIAGGI. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that the Subcom
mittee on Merchant MarinC' of the 
Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries be permitted to sit at 10 a.m. 
on Thursday, October 17, 1985, for the 
purpose of holding a hearing on H.R. 
277-a bill to amend the laws on limi
tation of a shipowner's liability-and 
on chapter 311 of H.R. 3156 pertaining 
to limitation of liability. 

The ranking minority member of the 
committee, the gentleman from New 
York CMr. LENT] and the ranking mi
nority member of the subcommittee, 
the gentleman from Kentucky CMr. 
SNYDER] have been apprised of the 
hearing date and time and are in 
accord with this request. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

LET'S ADD A LOTTERY TO THE 
DEFICIT REDUCTION PLAN 

<Mr. BIAGGI asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. BIAGGI. Mr. Speaker, in the 
last 2 weeks, the House and Senate 
have passed separate plans with one 
common goal-to eliminate the Feder
al deficit by 1991. Both plans would do 
this mostly through spending cuts 
with no new sources of revenue. 

That does not have to be the only 
way. I have a modest proposal for the 
House-Senate conferees that would 
make the final deficit reduction plan 
less painful. Simply provide authority 
to conduct a national lottery in any of 
the 6 years of the plan. What a pain
less but potentially powerful source of 
new revenues. 

States have a successful track record 
with lotteries. In 1983, revenues from 
18 State lotteries exceeded $5.2 billion. 
Consider that in New York, in the 
week before the $40 million lottery 
award, tickets were selling at a rate of 
20,000 a minute. Consider that our Na
tion's newest lottery in California saw 
30 million tickets sold in just the first 
2 days of operation. 

Conservative estimates show a na
tional lottery could raise between $12 
and $18 billion a year depending on 
participation. The goal of the deficit 
reduction plan is $36 billion in savings 
a year. This means a national lottery 
could represent between one-third and 
one-half of these savings. 

As the author of a national lottery 
bill, I urge it be given consideration. 
Its time has come. 

SANDINISTA REPRESSION 
AGAINST THE NICARAGUAN 
PEOPLE INCREASES 
<Mr. LIVINGSTON asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, 
from the inception of their regime, the 
Sandinistas have made no pretense of 
being anything other than committed 
Marxist-Leninists. Since coming to 
power in 1979, they have not deviated 
from establishing a totalitarian society 
against the wishes of the Nicaraguan 
people. We see increasing evidence of 
this repression in reports from Mana
gua. 

Now the ruling-junta has suspended 
civil liberties for 1 year, reducing the 
already restricted freedoms of the Nic
araguan people. And, in true Commu
nist fashion, they shut down the 
Catholic Church newspaper, Iglesia, 
and intimidated its employees. 

The Sandinistas claim this action 
was in response to the U.S. threat 
against Nicaragua. But this is the 
same excuse we've heard since they 
marched into Managua. 

These recent measures aren't a 
result of U.S. a.ctions; rather they're 
just part of the standard methods of 
Communist consolidation. 

The threat, Mr. Speaker, to Nicara
gua is not from the United States, but 
from the Nicaraguan Government. It 
is they who are oppressing their 
people. These latest Sandinista actions 
should be seen for what they really 
are-proof that the Communist in Ma
nagua are becoming more desperate, 
and their policies bankrupt. 

ELIMINATING STATE AND LOCAL 
TAX REDUCTION IS BOTH UN
POPULAR AND UNFAIR 
<Mr. MA VROULES asked and was 

given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.> 

Mr. MA VROULES. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to take this opportunity to 
comment on the proposal to eliminate 
the deduction for State and local 
taxes. 

Eliminating this deduction would 
constitute double taxation for millions 
of hard-working middle-income tax
payers. 

Must the middle class be asked to 
take on an even greater share of the 
financial burden of this country? Of 
my constituents responding to a recent 
survey I conducted, 82.4 percent say 
no. 

Across the Nation an estimated 70 to 
80 percent of all taxpayers, again, say 
no. This figure includes over 60 per
cent of those from low-tax States, as 
well as nonitemizers. Eliminating the 
State and local tax deduction is not 
only unpopular, it is unfair. 
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I urge my colleagues on the Ways 

and Means Committee to preserve the 
State and local tax deductions. Let us 
not add to the existing tax burden of 
the middle class who is more than con
tributing its fair share. 

DEFICIT 
NEEDS 
TALK 

REDUCTION ISSUE 
MORE ACTION, LESS 

<Mr. MONSON asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. MONSON. Mr. Speaker, a week
end visit to my district does not go by 
without hearing the question: "When 
are you going to do something about 
the deficit?" 

Given the rhetoric that we hear 
almost daily in these Chambers, one 
would get the impression that that 
action is imminent, but last Friday, 
when given an opportunity to do some
thing specific about reducing our na
tional deficit, we passed the issue off 
again and sent it to conference so we 
could talk about it some more. That is 
somewhat consistent with the action 
we traditionally take of wa1vmg 
budget resolution requirements and of 
voting to increase spending on appro
priation bills. 

The facts are that we are not dealing 
with this issue. The people of America 
want it dealt with, and they want it 
dealt with now. We have an opportuni
ty to do it through a specific proposal 
that sets targets and gives discipline to 
the Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that we will quit 
talking and get on with the action that 
is necessary. 

AMERICA'S ALLIES OFFER 
SCANT SUPPORT OF ANTITER
RORISM EFFORTS 
<Mr. RUDD asked and was given per

mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. RUDD. Mr. Speaker, as the 
Achille Lauro drama continues to 
unfold, we are basking in the glory of 
finally having done something against 
terrorists. 

But unfortunately, relations with 
some of our allies have hit rock 
bottom over this incident. President 
Mubarak of Egypt lied to the press 
and personally lied to the American 
Government. Italy allowed a known 
terrorist and murderer to quietly leave 
their country after United States war
rants had been issued for his arrest. 

These actions are a damning indict
ment of the commitment of our allies 
to support us and stand firm in the 
face of terrorism. It also questions the 
very substance of our relationships 
with these nations and the continued 
wisdom of pouring billions of U.S. aid 

dollars from American taxpayers into 
foreign coffers. 

Mr. Speaker, one daring intercept 
does not an antiterrorist policy make. 
Clearly these events have shown us 
that a coordinated, formal policy of 
combating terrorism must be formu
lated and ratified by the United States 
and its allies. 

We must learn to work together and 
depend on each other to lick this 
international menace. 

A WRONG APPROACH TO SOLV
ING THE DEFICIT PROBLEM 
<Mr. DORGAN of North Dakota 

asked and was given permission to ad
dress the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. DORGAN of North Dakota. Mr. 
Speaker, let us be clear about the defi
cit problem and what is being done. 
First of all, it is obvious to all of us 
and to all Americans that we have a 
serious problem with this Federal defi
cit. 

0 1300 
We are now in conference with the 

Senate to try to resolve it. Two things 
ought to come from that, in my judg
ment. No. 1, we ought to require this 
President, who continually talks about 
balanced budgets, to send balanced 
budgets to Congress; and No. 2, we 
ought to require Congress to balance 
the Federal budget. 

Now there were two things wrong 
that came from this missive that came 
from the other body. First, they say, 
"Let's do all of these things, but we 
want to wait until after the next elec
tion to get it done." 

I say that is baloney. Let us roll up 
our sleeves and get it done. You want 
to do it, let us do it now. Let us not 
wait until after the next election. 

And second, they say, "We want a 
little escape hatch here for this fiscal 
year leading up to the election. We 
might want to spend $20 billion more 
in this fiscal year." 

So let us be clear about what is 
going on. We want to solve t,his deficit 
problem. I want this President to be 
required to submit balanced budgets 
to Congress, and I want this Congress 
to be required to balance the Federal 
budget at some point in the future. 

But what came from the other body 
does not make sense at all for those 
two reasons. First, it does not take 
effect until after the next election; 
and second, in my judgment, it is not 
the right kind of medicine to solve this 
kind of problem and it would allow for 
more spending in the first fiscal year. 

A WIDE RANGE OF CIVIL 
RIGHTS SUSPENDED IN NICA
RAGUA 
<Mr. LUNGREN asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 

minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. LUNGREN. Mr. Speaker, as 
other Members have already men
tioned, President Daniel Ortega of 
Nicaragua suspended yesterday a wide 
range of civil rights in his country. 
These rights include the right to 
public meetings, the right to strike, 
the right to freedom of expression, the 
right to move about freely within the 
country, and the right to organize into 
labor groups. 

To make sure everybody understood 
he was serious, he sent people in, secu
rity agents of his Government, to the 
offices of the Roman Catholic 
Church's printing press to prevent the 
publication of a new magazine. 

So maybe we ought to pay attention 
to his words and his actions and un
derstand what he is doing. He is doing 
what many of us have warned about 
for some period of time. He is making 
sure that they entrench their Marxist
Leninist government in Nicaragua. 

Just before the so-called elections in 
Nicaragua last year, he suspended the 
suspension of these civil rights for a 
short time in a showing of good faith; 
that is to try to dupe us into believing 
that those were free elections. 

The folks who were down there, the 
folks who were elements of the other 
parties, refused to participate in the 
elections because they said they were 
not given an opportunity to freely par
ticipate. And some in this country sug
gested that those people were being 
less than forthcoming and, in fact, 
those elections were fairly free. 

Let us just look at the record now. I 
think it is fairly clear what Daniel 
Ortega and his compatriots are doing 
down there. They are making sure 
that they are entrenched. They are 
violating civil liberties, and now they 
are doing it openly and efficiently. Let 
us take them at their word and take 
them at their actions. 

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS EX-
AMINATION IMPROVEMENT 
ACT OF 1985 
<Mr. CARPER asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. CARPER. Mr. Speaker, in 1985, 
almost 1,000 American banks are being 
maintained on a list of troubled insti
tutions. Approximately 100 banks will 
fail this year in our country. Despite a 
return of profitability by a number of 
savings institutions, the situation in 
the savings industry is even more omi
nous, posing a threat to the vitality of 
the FSLIC which insures deposits in 
savings and loan institutions. Today, 
there are fewer than 4,000 remaining 
S&L's in America, as 1,000 of them 
have been liquidated and merged in 
the past 5 years. 
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Mr. SpeaJr.zr, this afternoon I am in

troducin6, along with my colleague, 
the gentleman from New York CMr. 
LUNDINE], legislation that will repre
sent a major step forward in our at
tempt to ensure the safety and sound
ness of our financial institutions
banks, thrifts, and credit unions. I am 
pleased to be able to tell you that the 
bill is being introduced with over half 
of the members of the House Banking 
Committee as original cosponsors. 

As our financial institutions have 
become more complex in their prod
ucts and services, State and Federal 
examiners are being overwhelmed by 
their ever-growing responsibility for 
supervising these institutions. Low pay 
for examiners has led to high turnover 
rates and the loss of experience on the 
job. Without an experienced pool of 
expert examiners, early detection of 
risk in financial institutions is diffi
cult. There is no question that identi
fying problems sooner is one of the 
keys to lowering the number of bank 
and thrift failures. 

This legislation grew out of hearings 
conducted by the Banking Committee 
over the past year and meetings Con
gressman LUNDINE and I have held 
with representatives from the finan
cial industry and the regulatory agen
cies. Many suggestions have evolved 
from these discussions, ranging from 
risk-based premiums and risk-based 
capital to market-based accounting. 
However, there was no consensus on 
any of these proposals. During this 
lengthy process, many witnesses did 
testify to the importance of improving 
the compensation and training of ex
aminers as a fundamental first step, 
regardless of what other changes may 
be made. 

Briefly, my bill would authorize the 
development of a reasonable system of 
compensation for all Federal examin
ers. Additionally, the bill provides for 
better training of these examiners, 
and it authorizes a graduate degree 
program in financial management 
analysis. Finally, the legislation would 
require the establishment of a uni
form procedure for reviewing, with the 
consent of the States, State examina
tions of institutions which are also 
subject to examinations by Federal 
agencies. 

I hope that these steps will help pro
vide Federal and State examiners of fi
nancial institutions with the expertise 
to identify problem institutions 
sooner-restoring confidence in our 
banks, thrifts, and credit unions. It is a 
logical first step toward enhancing the 
safety and soundness of our financial 
system. 

COSPONSORS INVITED FOR LEG
ISLATION TO IMPROVE QUAL
ITY OF BANK EXAMINATION 
<Mr. LUNDINE asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 

minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. LUNDINE. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to commend my colleague, the 
gentleman from Delaware, for this co
operative effort with respect to im
proving the quality of bank examina
tions and I take pride in being a co
sponsor of that legislation. 

I am also today introducing legisla
tion requiring the President to call an 
international conference to reform the 
monetary exchange system in this 
country and in relation to other cur
rencies around the world. 

We all know that the overvalued, in
flated dollar, is a major aspect of our 
international trade problem. Various 
economists have tried to quantify it, 
some saying that it is as much as 70 
percent of our trade deficit problem. 

Now, what can we do about the over
valued dollar? Last week I joined our 
colleague in the other body, the Sena
tor from New Jersey, Mr. BRADLEY, in 
cosponsoring a strategic capital re
serve designed to intervene on a stra
tegic basis in capital markets to bring 
the value of the dollar into line. 

Today I am introducing a long-term 
program to bring monetary reform to 
international exchange and I invite 
the attention of the House and the co
sponsorship of my colleagues for this 
legislation. 

BLACK CAUCUS BUDGET WOULD 
HAVE REDUCED DEFICIT 

<Mr. DELLUMS asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.) 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Speaker, I 
would just like to take a moment to 
comment on this issue of the budget 
deficit. There has been a great deal of 
discussion with respect to the need for 
Members of the House of Representa
tives to in effect bite the bullet or 
make the difficult decisions to govern 
this country and simultaneously bring 
down the budget deficit. 

I would like to submit, Mr. Speaker, 
that the 20 Members of the House 
who make up the Congressional Black 
Caucus did just that. We submitted a 
national budget for all of America and 
in so doing we brought down the 
budget deficit over the out years more 
efficiently and more effectively and 
more drastically than any other 
budget submitted to the Congress of 
the United States and we did so for 5 
consecutive years. 

In effect, we did bite the bullet. We 
did make the difficult political deci
sion that we were prepared to def end 
politically, intellectually, ethically, as 
well as morally. 

I would submit, Mr. Speaker, that 
embracing the Gramm-Rudman for
mula that would bring down the defi
cit by 1991 is really a flight into fanta
sy. It really does not require the Mem-

bers of the House to bite the bullet. As 
a matter of fact, it takes us off the 
hook. We tend to cling tenaciously to 
the magic carpet ride or a new formula 
that would not require that we make 
difficult decisions. 

We embraced the nuclear freeze. We 
did not have to make decisions about 
bringing down the incredibly danger
ous levels of nuclear weapons. 

We had an across-the-board freeze 
cut so that we would not have to make 
difficult decisions that we would have 
to stand up and defend intellectually, 
politically, as well as morally. 

Now we have a new formula, the 
Gramm-Rudman formula, which does 
not require us to make difficult deci
sions. We just hurt people across the 
board. I think it is inappropriate, Mr. 
Speaker. 

AVOIDING RESPONSIBILITY FOR 
THE DEFICIT 

<Mr. LOWRY of Washington asked 
and was given permission to address 
the House for 1 minute and to revise 
and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. LOWRY of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to compliment 
the gentleman from California CMr. 
DELLUMS] for the statement he just 
made. I am proud of the fact that for 
5 years I voted for the Black Caucus 
budget, which did make the tough 
choices. 

Nothing is better to show what a po
litical sham the missioe that came 
over from the other side is than the 
fact that the day after they voted, 75 
to 25, for the Gramm-Rudman, they 
voted overwhelmingly against cutting 
the defense budget, voted overwhelm
ingly against cutting Social Security, 
voted overwhelmingly against raising 
taxes. They voted overwhelmingly 
against the only really tough things 
which will do something about this 
budget deficit. 

It is obvious that Gramm-Rudman is 
a way by which to get 33 Senators past 
the next election and avoid the tough 
votes. It is a political sham. We ought 
to throw it aside and come up with a 
real deficit reduction plan. 

REPORT ON ADMINISTRATION 
OF RADIATION CONTROL FOR 
HEALTH AND SAFETY ACT
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESI
DENT OF THE UNITED STATES 
The SPEAKER pro tempore laid 

before the House the following mes
sage from the President of the United 
States; which was read and, together 
with the accompanying papers, with
out objection, ref erred to the Commit
tee on Energy and Commerce. 

<For message, see proceedings of the 
Senate of today, Wednesday, October 
16, 1985.) 
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MILITARY CONSTRUCTION 
AUTHORIZATION ACT, 1986 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu
ant to House Resolution 196 and rule 
XXIII, the Chair declares the House 
in the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the con
sideration of the bill, H.R. 1409. 

D 1310 
IN THE COMMl'ITEE OF THE WHOLE 

Accordingly the House resolved 
itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill 
<H.R. 1409) to authorize certain con
struction at military installations for 
fiscal year 1986, and for other pur
poses, with Mr. GLICKMAN in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 

rule, the first reading of the bill is dis
pensed with. 

Under the rule, the gentleman from 
California [Mr. DELLUMS] will be rec
ognized for 1 hour, and the gentleman 
from Colorado CMr. KRAMER] will be 
recognized for 1 hour. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from California CMr. DELLUMS]. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself such time as I may con
sume. 

Mr. Chairman, today the Committee 
on Armed Services, the Subcommittee 
on Military Facilities and Military In
stallations, brings to the floor of this 
body H.R. 1409, as amended, the fiscal 
year 1986 military construction au
thorization bill. 

In presenting this legislation, Mr. 
Chairman, I want to express my deep 
appreciation to my distinguished col
league, the gentleman from Colorado 
CMr. KRAMER], the ranking Republican 
member of the Subcommittee on Mili
tary Installations and Facilities, for 
his leadership and assistance during 
extensive hearings on the bill before 
the body today. 

Also, Mr. Chairman, I would hasten 
to indicate that I would like very 
much to thank all the other members 
of the subcommittee for their extraor
dinary diligence on this bill, particu
larly at a time when we face severe 
budgetary constraints and difficult 
choices. 

Overall, Mr. Chairman, the commit
tee believes that H.R. 1409, as amend
ed, is a good bill. It represents a bal
anced effort that sought to meet both 
the fiscal constraints that face us and 
to respond to the most pressing con
struction requirements of the military 
services. 

For the benefit of the Members, Mr. 
Chairman, I would briefly review the 
development of this legislation. The 
purpose of the bill is to provide new 
military construction authorization 
and related authority in support of 
the military department, defense 
agencies, Guard and Reserve forces. 
Its enactment is necessary before ap-

propriations can be provided to fi
nance these activities. 

Mr. Chairman, the Department of 
Defense originally requested new au
thorization in the amount of $10.3 bil
lion for fiscal year 1986. On May 14, 
by vote of 43 to 1, the Committee on 
Armed Services approved the bill 
before us, H.R. 1409, as amended, pro
viding for $9.55 billion in authoriza
tion for the new fiscal year. This 
amount is $759 million below the ad
ministration's budget request. 

The full committee action on H.R. 
1409, as amended, followed extensive 
hearings and review by the Subcom
mittee on Military Installations and 
Facilities. In order to be consistent 
with the expected final form of the 
first concurrent budget resolution, the 
committee adopted certain procedures 
as outlined in the committee report 
for reducing the budget request. These 
procedures resulted in a number of re
ductions being made and some 
projects being def erred that may oth
erwise be considered valid require
ments. 

In the interest of time, Mr. Chair
man, I would not detail some of the in
dividual actions taken by the commit
tee. For your convenience, however, I 
have included in my statement a sum
mary of those actions which are more 
fully explained in the committee 
report. 

[In thousands of dollars] 

Military department 
Fiscal year Committee 
19~get changes 

Total 
approved by 
aimmittee 

Army................................................. $3,649,674 - $250,263 $3,399,441 

:ri..-a;:::~:::::::::::~:::::::::::: : :::::::::::: rn~:~~ = m:m ~:~:~t 
~~~-~~-:::: :::::::::::::::::::::::::: 329.900 -~~a~ 205.760 
Guard and ReseM!S.......................... 4~~:: +49,963 4~~:~ 

~~~~~~~~~ 

Totals .................................. 10,309,471 - 758,942 9,550,529 

But just to review, the fiscal year 
1986 budget request from the adminis
tration was a figure of $10.3 billion. 
The committee then cut $758.9 mil
lion, for a total authority of $9.55 bil
lion. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to fully ex
plain to my colleagues that the mili
tary construction authorization bill, 
although coming to the floor as a sep
arate piece of legislation-and I would 
just add parenthetically that I think 
perhaps the only reason why the mili
tary construction budget comes to the 
floor as a separate item is simply be
cause of the enormous number of indi
vidual contracts that are involved in 
the bill; and second, perhaps simply 
out of convenience and out of tradi
tion; but this gentleman who chairs 
the subcommittee is seriously consid
ering next year bringing the military 
construction budget as part of the 
total military authorization bill so 
that my colleagues will not become 
confused with respect to the notion 

that in some way the military con
struction budget indeed stands sepa
rate and apart from the total military 
authorization bill. Nothing can be fur
ther from the truth. 

D 1315 
So that if we brought the bill in 

total, it would simply be another title 
of the military authorization bill, and 
the Chair thinks that next year that it 
probably would be more appropriate 
to do so, so that our colleagues can 
look at our military requirements in 
their aggregate, in effect embracing 
the Gestalt, rather than dealing with 
this particular bill as a separate item. 

But to go further, as will be recalled, 
Mr. Chairman, during the debate on 
the first concurrent resolution on the 
budget, in the wisdom of this body 
they decided that the military budget 
for fiscal year 1986 would be frozen at 
last year's authorization levels. We 
agreed to that in the budget resolu
tion. So we meant that the ceiling for 
the military budget of fiscal year 1986 
would be $292 billion. 

As a result of that budget debate 
and that budget decision that took 
place on the floor of this House, that 
was communicated to the Committee 
on Armed Services: That although the 
President of the United States had 
asked in the aggregate for a military 
budget approximately $322 billion in 
total, that the House of Representa
tives had given the Committee on 
Armed Services a maximum figure of 
$292 billion, which represented the au
thorization of last year so that we, in 
effect, froze it at 1985 levels. 

The leadership of the House Com
mittee on Armed Services, both Demo
crat and Republican, sat down and 
said, "We now are faced with a $292 
billion figure. How do we then shift 
the priorities within that $292 billion 
figure?" 

My colleagues on the Committee on 
Armed Services decided that if they 
had to cut down to a freeze level, $292 
billion, that they wanted the heaviest 
cuts to come from procurement and 
research and development; that those 
two areas that over the last several 
years made a rather dramatic increase, 
that those two categories of the mili
tary budget should take the largest 
cuts, therefore providing that the No. 
1 constructive priority would be in 
readiness and in quality of life. 

Mr. Chairman, as most of my col
leagues know, readiness and quality of 
life over the years has not been the 
highest of priorities. In this body we 
tended to be more preoccupied with 
the technology, with sophisticated 
weapons systems, but with not as 
much ·consideration for the human di
mension of the military, where people 
work, how they live, how they func
tion. 
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There are 2.1 million men and 

women serving in the U.S. military. So 
in the wisdom of my colleagues on the 
Committee on Armed Services, at
tempting to respond favorably to the 
first concurrent resolution on the 
budget, dealing with the budget for 
fiscal year 1986, decided that within 
that $292 billion figure that the Sub
committee on Military Facilities and 
Installations that this gentleman 
chairs, responsible for bringing a mili
tary construction budget to the floor, 
that we would take a lower cut, so 
they allocated cuts across the board to 
each subcommittee, and that those 
cuts would in the aggregate total $292 
billion and not exceed it. 

In that formula, this subcommittee 
was given a figure of $718 million to 
cut, and they said: 

You guys deal with the issues of quality of 
life, family housing, et cetera. So you will 
take a cut of a minimum of $718 million. 

Mr. Chairman, my colleagues on the 
subcommittee took that responsibility 
very diligently and, as a matter of fact, 
not only did we reach the $718 million 
figure, we exceeded it. So we went to 
$759 million. So the President's re
quest was at $10.3 billion. We then, 
given our allocation within the $292 
billion, $718 million to stay within the 
freeze figure, exceeded that by a few 
million dollars, to $759 million. 

I go into this elaborate explanation 
because there are some of my col
leagues who have an unfortunate and 
misguided view, and that is that the 
military construction budget is indeed 
a separate piece of legislation because 
it tends to come to the floor separate
ly, but it is not. The leadership of the 
Committee on Armed Services, carry
ing out its responsibilities beautifully, 
attempted to establish priorities and 
they said for the first time that qual
ity of life will be a high priority issue. 

So that means we came to the floor 
with a figure of $9.55 billion. Last 
year's authorization was at $9.1 bil
lion. If one did not know, one would 
say, "Well, is this $450 million over 
and above last year's authorization? 
Does that take us beyond the freeze?" 

The answer to that is no; that the 
figure that we brought to the floor of 
$9.55 billion is within the $292 billion 
freeze figure, simply allocated based 
upon priorities. 

The Chair would like to point out 
one further thing with respect to 
these numbers. At some point one of 
our colleagues, or some of our col
leagues, will off er an amendment to 
freeze back at appropriation levels. 
There are arguments that I will raise 
at that time, but I want to notify my 
colleagues that at the appropriate 
point we will off er a substitute amend
ment that would bring the authoriza
tion, notwithstanding any action we 
take on the floor of this body, that we 
would not authorize beyond $9.2 bil
lion. 

Let me explain where we get the $9.2 
billion; $9.55 billion was within the 
$292 billion freeze level. As my col
leagues know, we went to conference 
with the Senate and my colleagues de
cided that they would acquiesce to the 
Senate's figure of $302 billion. This 
was a decision that this gentleman did 
not agree with, and on the record op
posed that decision. But the majority 
will was there and we came back from 
conference with a figure of $302 bil
lion. 

One would assume logically that if 
we came back with a larger figure, $10 
billion over the freeze level, that the 
military construction budget would 
then have a higher figure. The inter
esting thing is that once the smoke 
settled and we realized all the deals 
that were made in the conference, the 
figure that was assumed in the $302 
billion conference report actually was 
lower. It brought us down to $9.2 bil
lion. The practical effect is that our 
budget was, in effect, cut prior to the 
time that we bring the authorization 
bill. 

So the chairman believes that in car
rying out the dutiful responsibilities of 
this subcommittee that we then have a 
responsibility to make this authoriza
tion bill conform to the conference 
report, even though it means a lower 
figure. So we will now be reducing, at 
the appropriate point in the proceed
ing this afternoon, from $9.55 billion 
and whatever add-ons we accept on 
the floor, back down to $9.2 billion 
maximum authorization, bringing us 
not only in compliance with the con
ference report, but several hundred 
million dollars under what was our re
sponsibility under the $292 billion. 

So the Chair would like to, in ex
plaining this in some detail, Mr. Chair
man, point out that this comm!ttee is 
clearly hundreds of millions of dollars 
within the freeze figure. 

I might just add one other note par
enthetically, Mr. Chairman. The 
figure that this body authorized for 
military construction last year was at 
$9.1 billion, I believe, so the $9.2 bil
lion is only a few dollars over and 
above the authorization level. If we 
then go to conference at $9.2 billion, 
the Chair believes without fear of con
tradiction that this committee will 
more than likely come back probably 
with a figure even lower than the $9.2 
billion, but that remains to be seen, 
given the comity between this body 
and the other body as we go to confer
ence. 

So I took that time to explain this in 
some detail. Just further and briefly, 
Mr. Chairman, because of the decision 
of establishing quality of life as the 
high priority of military construction, 
we were able to bring to the floor 
today a military construction bill with 
over 5,500 units of family housing, bar
racks, maintenance facilities to im
prove the living and working condi-

tions of our men and women in uni
form. 

I might point out, Mr. Chairman, 
that some of us traveled to different 
military installations in this country 
and overseas as well. What we have 
come to realize is that the American 
military is rapidly becoming a married 
mili_tary, Mr. Chairman. A very high 
percentage of our military personnel 
are married people. That, then, means 
that we have to engage in certain 
kinds of policy decisions. How will 
these people live? We make a number 
of policies on the floor of this body 
that affect human beings in the mili
tary in very profound and dramatic 
ways. We have decided to have thou
sands of troops stationed in Europe. 
This gentleman has gotten up on the 
floor on numerous occasions and 
argued against that deployment, but 
the majority of my colleagues have 
seen fit to deploy. So if we deploy, we 
go overseas and ask these young 
people who are living on the economy, 
"How are you surviving?" We suddenly 
find out that many of them are subsi
dizing their service in the military, 
that their housing allowance is not 
adequate, that many of them live far 
away from the military base. They 
have to put a phone in and it comes 
out of their pocket. They have to pur
chase an automobile that they cannot 
afford. They are married. They have 
one, two, or three children. 
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I talked to young American military 

personnel in Germany who said, "I am 
not being given any dignity, Mr. Chair
man, I am not living in dignity. If I 
were living in the United States, I 
would live better than this." 

We talked to troops in the United 
States who cannot quite make it on 
their allowances, and so we have to ad
dress the human reality. We have to 
address the problems that are all too 
real among the people. 

I might just point out the very dra
matic case that took place at Fort Ord 
when a young child, a member of a 
military family, chose to take his life, 
to commit suicide because he felt that 
if his family did not have him to feed, 
one less mouth to feed, that that 
family could survive. 

Consider the enormous and frighten
ing and painful implications of having 
people in the military and we do not 
take care of the quality of their lives 
adequately. 

I would argue that we ought to be 
dealing with the human misery of all 
people in this country, all people. I 
happen in this particular instance to 
have come to the floor dealing with 
the problems of young men and young 
women who serve in the military. So 
we tried to take this responsibility, Mr. 
Chairman, very seriously. And we ex
panded family housing. We tried to 
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bring in child care facilities, communi
ty service facilities, other kinds of fa
cilities that are very real. 

We talked to military commanders 
who said there was a time in my mili
tary career when I only had to deal 
with the tactical and strategic issues, 
but now I have to deal with the prob
lems of marriage, the psychological 
problems, the problems of taking care 
of children, because I know that if a 
military person serving somewhere 
away from home is worrying about 
their children, worrying about their 
spouse back home, that 100 percent of 
their emotional, and intellectual, and 
psychological resources are not where 
they are because they are back home 
worrying. So our military commanders 
now realize that child care centers are 
not some frivolous addition, that 
family housing is not a frivolous addi
tion, that community centers that 
serve people and serve married person
nel in the military are not frivolous 
issues. 

I would say to my colleagues, you 
have to put up or shut up. If you make 
the decision to deploy these troops, 
you have to deal with them in dignity. 

People say, "Gee, is this RoN DEL
LUMS, the progressive from Berkeley, 
making these kinds of statements? 
This is the guy that comes to the floor 
that challenges the military budget." 
But my response to that is we are not 
knee-jerk people, we are not saying, 
and we do not come here to say, that 
we are antimilitary. 

What we are challenging are the 
specific roles we have the military 
playing, specific missions and policies 
that we have them carrying out, that 
one can intellectually debate, political
ly differ with, and we also oppose cer
tain weapons that we place in the mili
tary's hands that we believe ultimately 
will bring devastation and destruction 
to the world. 

So this notion are you promilitary or 
antimilitary, that is really a non sequi
tur. What we have to do is address the 
realities we are confronted with, and 
military construction is dragged by 
other kinds of decisions. 

If you choose to build that B-1, you 
are going to have to construct landing 
pads. If you choose to build the MX, 
you are going to have to engage in 
construction around it. If you choose 
to deploy the Euromissile, you have to 
build support facilities. If you choose 
to forwardly deploy American troops 
in different places around the world, 
you have to take care of where they 
work, and where they live, and provide 
them with some dignity, some respect, 
and some sense of integrity. 

So you have to look at the totality of 
the decisions that are made. 

So this gentleman finds himself in a 
position of saying we must enhance 
the quality of life. I would like to see 
us do it for all people. In this instance, 

we are talking about the military, and 
we have to do it that way. 

My colleagues on the Armed Serv
ices Committee with whom I often dis
agree strongly, we agree on enhancing 
the quality of life. 

I pointed out earlier, and will go into 
it, on a vote of 43 to 1, the bill passed 
out. This gentleman was the one op
posing vote. So they said how can you 
bring a bill to the floor and oppose it. 

It is not that we did not do good 
work, and I commend everybody on 
the committee for doing extraordinary 
work in making the issue of quality of 
life a much more magnificent effort 
on our part. And so that is a good 
piece of this bill. But we cannot vote 
on that separate, it is a total bill. 

My opposition was not a slap in the 
face of the work of my colleagues, be
cause they worked diligently, and with 
honesty, and with integrity. What my 
opposition was is to simply say that 
this budget reflects the general bill. 
The decisions that are made in the big 
bill drag along this bill. 

So where we had discretion; that is, 
quality of life, we exercised it. Where 
we did not have discretion, this bill 
conforms to the larger military au
thorization bill for fiscal year 1986. 

So those persons, Mr. Chairman, 
who supported the military authoriza
tion bill, they can support this bill and 
there are probably reasons why they 
can be even more enthusiastic because 
there are a number of benign, quality
of-life projects that do not kill anyone, 
but do enhance the dignity of the 
human condition. Those persons who 
opposed the bill on policy and on prin
ciple, you still can oppose the bill, not 
because there are not good items in 
this legislation, but it embraces poli
cies that are consistent with the other 
bill. I will go into that later. 

Let me just in conclusion, Mr. Chair
man, give a few highlights of what the 
committee did in terms of some of the 
dollar items. Briefly I will highlight 
some of the major adjustments made 
by the committee, and then reserve 
time. 

A $22. 7 million reduction in the 
Ground-Launched Cruise Missile Pro
gram. The decrease reflects the com
mittee's action to defer $22.7 million 
for supporting facilities in the Nether
lands until the country-to-country 
agreement has been finalized. 

A $19.2 million reduction for con
struction in Spain. Renewal of the 
base rights agreement is in question 
due to the Spanish Government's 
recent restated desire to reduce U.S. 
forces in Spain. 

A $39 million reduction for a binary 
component production facility. The 
cost estimate is questionable because it 
is based on zero design. 

A $19.5 million reduction for con
trolled humidity warehouses in Korea. 
The committee questioned the scope 
and the cost and directed the Army to 

consider less expensive construction 
methods. 

A $148 million reduction for a water 
reclamation and flood control project 
at Camp Pendleton, CA. For the 
second time, the committee def erred 
the Navy's share of the proposed $270 
million project until the scope is re
solved and independent action is taken 
by the Interior and Insular Affairs 
Committee. 

A $20.5 million reduction for airfield 
improvements in Keflavik, Iceland. 
The deferral of this project reflects 
committee concern that Iceland 
should share the cost since improve
ments would mostly benefit the new 
civilian air terminal under construc
tion. 

A $21.5 million reduction for a fleet 
operational control center in Japan. 
The committee def erred the project 
and directed the Navy to reevaluate 
the scope and the cost. 

Mr. Chairman, then $43 million re
duction in NATO infrastructure funds 
to reflect the U.S. dollar's strength 
against other NATO currencies. 

Finally, in the general provisions, 
the committee approved the following 
major items: 

Provisions that would increase the 
number of affordable housing units 
available for service personnel both in 
the United States and overseas, and I 
have alluded to that. 

A provision authorizing the services 
to use funds appropriated for planning 
and design purposes to assist commun
ties in planning for a major military 
growth impact. 

Three fair-market-value land ex
changes and three land conveyances 
were authorized. 

Mr. Chairman, the committee be
lieves that this is a balanced bill, a bill 
that on the one hand reflects the con
sensus of this body with respect to the 
policies established in the larger bill. 
It reflects from a monetary perspec
tive the commitment to freeze at last 
year's level that this body adopted. 
And finally, it also is a bill that at
tempted to expand the quality of life 
and enhance the living and working 
conditions of our young men and 
women who happen to serve in the 
military. 

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DELLUMS. I would be very 
pleased to yield to the gentleman from 
New York. 

Mr. STRATTON. I just wanted to 
commend the gentleman from Califor
nia for his activities in this bill. As I 
have already told him, I had the privi· 
lege during the recess period to visit 
Germany in the so-called quick-look 
arrangement that the Secretary of the 
Army favors. We visited in the course 
of 3 days most of the headquarters of 
American units in Germany, and we 
were particularly impressed with the 
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construction that is going on with the 
3d Armored Division in Friedberg. 

The thing that was most remarkable 
was that in place of the old German 
kasernes, where many of our troops 
are still housed, in place of that, they 
are building new structures that were 
dramatically much more attractive, 
much more comfortable, more spa
cious for our enlisted personnel. I 
asked the commanding general, are 
these new modern structures not 
something that the Congress has di
rected, that the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. DELLUMS] has innovated to 
improve the quality of life? Yes 
indeed, the general said these are the 
designs that Congressman DELLUMS in
sisted on to provide more space and 
more light. 

As we walked through these build
ings-they are not yet complete but 
they are pretty well completed-you 
could see the pleasure on the faces of 
the young men and women that were 
serving there and they were looking 
forward to the day when they could 
move into these modern facilities. 

So when the gentleman talks about 
the quality of life, "you ain't just 
whistling Dixie." You have really put 
these ideas into reality over there. I 
am sure the enlisted personnel will 
certainly give their congratulations to 
you for what you have done. I think 
that is what the gentleman was talk
ing about in this bill about improving 
the quality of life and I think it is a 
very remarkable achievement. 

I hope that the House will approve 
this legislation overwhelmingly. 

Mr. DELLUMS. I thank my col
league, and I was very pleased to yield 
to him. I would simply say that I ap
preciate the personal references. They 
are always obviously gratifying. 

But I would hasten to add that all of 
my colleagues on the subcommittee 
agree with respect to making this a 
major priority. And whatever acco
lades are given out, I would like to 
share them with all of my colleagues, 
because that is an area where we have 
all come together. We have our politi
cal differences. That is very obvious in 
the 15 years I have been here. But the 
rewarding thing is on these matters we 
have managed to close ranks and we 
have come together to enhance the 
quality of life. 

I thank my colleague and, Mr. 
Chairman, I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield myself so much time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in support of 
the fiscal year 1986 military construc
tion authorization bill that is before 
us this afternoon. 

In that process, let me commend the 
members of the subcommittee and our 
staff for doing what I consider to be 
an excellent job. Let me especially 
commend the chairman of our sub-

committee, the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. DELLUMS], not only for his 
fair leadership, but also because of his, 
I think, farsightedness. I think he is 
far too modest in terms of his own role 
increating a new emphasis within the 
committee on quality-of-life issues. 

Obviously the committee has for a 
long time been concerned that our 
military personnel around the world 
are well-housed and well cared for as 
an important ingredient in morale. 
But I think under his subcommittee 
chairmanship, more has been done 
quickly than certainly at any time 
that I have been privileged to be a 
member of this committee, and I think 
this body owes him a great debt of 
thanks for his efforts in this regard. 
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As the gentleman from California 

[Mr. DELLUMSJ explained, this legisla
tion represents an effort by the Com
mittee on Armed Services to respond 
to the military services' most pressing 
construction needs and at the same 
time to do it within the fiscal con
straints that face us. 

Earlier, some of the major adjust
ments to this bill were explained, and 
I will not take the time of the Mem
bers of this body to reintroduce those 
subjects at this juncture. 

Suffice it to say that the Depart
ment of Defense requested approxi
mately $10.3 billion tor fiscal year 
1986 military construction. This repre
sented some significant growth over 
the amount authorized by Congress 
for the 1985 fiscal year military con
struction program, and after a careful 
review of that request, this committee 
was able to reduce that number by 
$759 million; well within our overall 
objective of no real growth in the de
fense function. 

The bottom line, I think, is as the 
gentleman aptly pointed out and must 
be remembered, is that this bill at its 
present funding level of $9.55 billion 
actually represents a figure that is $32 
million below a freeze level compared 
to 1985 expenditures and authoriza
tions. 

I believe we were able to do this 
without damaging our defense readi
ness, without postponing badly needed 
projects to improve the facilities 
where our personnel live and work. 

Even with the changes made by our 
committee, this bill provides a level of 
authorization that maintains the com
mittee's propriety for quality of life 
projects. This means that besides pro
viding facilities for new weapons sys
tems, many substandard structures 
built during World War II can be re
placed; modern barracks and working 
spaces will be provided for our forces 
at home and overseas, and programs 
to comply with environmental laws 
and for conserving energy will contin
ue at an uninterrupted pace. 

Although the committee has 
brought to the House a bill that en
tails a smaller total program than that 
requested by the administration, it 
preserves our defense readiness and in 
many instances improves our fighting 
capabilities. 

I think this is a bill that the House 
can pass upon favorably, proudly, and 
I urge that this bill be passed by the 
House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. KRAMER] has con
sumed 4 minutes. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
MONTGOMERY] who is the ranking 
Democrat on the committee and a 
very diligent worker. 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chair
man, I rise in support of H.R. 1409, 
the fiscal year 1986 military construc
tion authorization bill. As the ranking 
majority member on the Subcommit
tee on Installations and Facilities, I 
would like to compliment the chair
man of the subcommittee, Mr. DEL
LUMS, on the fine work he has accom
plished in bringing this bill to the 
floor. With the cooperation of the 
ranking minority member, Mr. 
KRAMER, and the other members of 
the subcommittee and staff members 
most helpful, we were able to draft a 
bill which represents fiscal responsibil
ity and, at the same time, provides the 
authorization levels requi!"ed to fund 
the essential projects needed by our 
Active and Reserve Forces. 

The total $9.6 billion figure in this 
bill reflects a reduction of some $700 
million in the $10.3 billion amount re
quested by the administration. After 
extensive hearings and deliberations, 
the members of the Armed Service 
Committee considered the projects in 
the administration's request as well as 
requests for additional projects and 
made some very conscious decisions. 
However, I am particularly pleased to 
point out the emphasis placed on 
Guard and Reserve facilities, family 
housing, and other quality-of-life 
projects. 

In arriving at its decisions, the com
mittee felt that it was time to address 
the needs which have become so criti
cal; needs such as family housing, anti
quated barracks, and inadequate train
ing and work areas. We cannot contin
ue year after year to fund facilities for 
expensive weapons systems and let the 
needs of the men and women in uni
form go unanswered. 

Guard and Reserve military con
struction requirements also received 
particular attention by the committee. 
Mr. Chairman, as we all know, Con
gress has placed increasing emphasis 
on the Nation's Guard and Reserve 
Forces. This emphasis reflects, not 
only a desire to provide a first line of 
defense under the total force concept, 
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but also a desire to reduce defense ex
penditures. Reliance on our Reserve 
Forces has proven to be an effective 
means of achieving overall budget re
ductions. 

Increased reliance, however, also re
quires increased support of these 
forces. The area of facilities is no ex
ception. When the administration sub
mitted its military construction re
quest, I was dismayed to see that only 
4.1 percent, or some $429 million, was 
intended to fund Reserve require
ments. This was particularly alarming 
in light of the testimony we had heard 
indicating a backlog of more than $3 
billion in Guard and Reserve construc
tion projects. 

I am pleased that this bill reflects 
action taken by the Armed Services 
Committee to help correct this Re
serve and National Guard situation 
and make a dent in this backlog. I 
would hope that next year's request 
will reflect a more responsible evalua
tion on the part of the administration 
of Guard and Reserve requirements. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill provides au
thorization for the essential military 
construction projects and also repre
sents a responsible approach to resolv
ing some very critical problems. I, 
therefore, ask my colleagues for their 
support. 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 7 minutes to the distinguished 
ranking member of the full committee, 
the gentleman from Alabama CMr. 
DICKINSON]. 

Mr. DICKINSON. I thank the gen
tleman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup
port of the bill pending here, on the 
military construction for this year, 
and I would like to join with my col
leagues from Mississippi CMr. MONT
GOMERY] and from Colorado CMr. 
KRAMER] in paying tribute to the 
chairman of the subcommittee, the 
gentleman from California CMr. DEL
LUMS], for his diligence, his hard work, 
his fairness and accommodation any
time I have had to deal with him, and 
as far as I know any other member of 
the committee. 

We have a good subcommittee; a 
very good subcommittee. We approach 
it with dedication; we approach it with 
the interest of the American taxpayer 
in mind, and I think that we-even 
patting myself on the back as a 
member of that subcommittee-I 
think we do a darn good job. 

We scrubbed the figures that were 
given to us; we reduced them; and 
then when the Budget Committee 
gave us a figure, to the full committee; 
the senior members got together and 
they said, "Well, all right, this is the 
size of the pie that we have, how do we 
divide it up? Do we take a pro rata 
part and have everybody take a cer
tain percent, or what do we do?" 

It was a joint decision of the full 
Committee on Armed Services that 

one thing that we wanted to protect 
was the quality of life of our enlisted 
men as well as our officers, and the 
things that make it worthwhile to 
serve on the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

So because of this, it was the agree
ment of the Research and Develop
ment Subcommittee, the Procurement 
Subcommittee, the Seapower Subcom
mittee, all the other subcommittees 
that whatever retrenchments that 
were made in the spending levels that 
we wanted to make sure that our serv
icemen at home and overseas had a 
dignity to their military existence; 
themselves, their families, that their 
quality of life was not minimized by 
the cuts that we might be faced with 
here on the floor. 

We did this, and so as was pointed 
out by the chairman of the subcom
mittee, when we had to take the cuts, 
we took them in other areas, but this 
is a part of the total bill. So when the 
total bill is, as we will mandate it by 
our Budget Committee on the House 
side at least, we were given $292 billion 
as the total bill. Then we went to con
ference with the Senate, and we came 
up with $302 billion. We have yet to 
come back to the floor and get the 
conference report approved, but then 
the Appropriations Committee gets 
into the process. 

0 1350 
It is my und~rstanding now that 

they have reported out again a reduc
tion back to $292 billion. Well, that is 
all right. Whatever works out between 
the House and the Senate. 

But what we must do is to see that 
our equipment is under canopies, in 
storage. It is going to ruin if it stands 
out in the rain or in the weather. We 
have to see that our people are living 
in dignified conditions, and this is not 
the case universally. It is especially 
not the case in Europe. It has not been 
the case historically. We have been 
working very diligently on the commit
tee to increase and to enhance the 
quality of life because, you see, it is 
very pennywise and pound foolish not 
to spend what is needed and to lose 
that man that we have had 4 years of 
training invested in, plus his transpor
tation, or even 8 years. When he says, 
"Hey, I don't like it here any more, my 
family is not being adequately cared 
for, my children are not proud to be in 
the military, we are living in substand
ard conditions," then we lose him be
cause we have not provided for him. 

I am the ranking member of the 
Subcommittee on Research and Devel
opment, and I am here to tell you that 
some of the exotic, far out research 
and development programs that we 
have tightened our belt and made sub
stantial reductions in research and de
velopment. But when it gets to a ques
tion of buying new weapons, of getting 
into the SDI star wars, and all these 

"big buck" programs, and you compare 
that to getting the troops out of the 
rain, putting them in decent housing 
conditions, I really do not think there 
is any comparison. So we have tried to 
protect, in the total budget, what we 
need for our people in uniform. We 
have not been extravagant. 

We have come up with a figure less 
than what was asked for by the admin
istration. I think any amendment that 
might be offered to decrease what we 
have done will really be short-sighted 
because I think we can justify every
thing that is within this bill, and I 
would certainly urge the Members, so 
far as the military construction part of 
the total military bill, I would urge all 
the Members to support this. If they 
are unhappy with the total spending 
on the military, if they do not want to 
buy weapon systems, if they do not 
want to do research and development, 
fine, attack those when they come in 
another section of the bill. But not out 
of the military construction part of it. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal
ance of my time. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 minutes to another very dili
gent and hard-working member of the 
subcommittee, the distinguished gen
tleman from Virginia 

Mr. SISISKY. I thank the gentle
man for yielding time to me. 

Mr. Chairman, most of the informa
tion that I was going to provide to the 
committee was already talked about. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup
port of this piece of legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, the Military Installations 
and Facilities Subcommittee, chaired by 
the very able gentleman from California, 
held 2 weeks of hearings on this legislation. 
Our task was not an easy one, for we had 
to find ways to reduce the budget request 
and yet provide sufficient funds to field 
various new weapons, replace deteriorated 
World War II facilities at many bases, and 
provide better facilities where our military 
personnel live and work. I believe this bill 
accomplishes that goal. 

We reduced the request by a net amount 
of $759 million by taking the following ac
tions: 

First, projects were disapproved when no 
clear requirement existed or because they 
failed to meet established construction 
design thresholds; 

Second, project estimates were lowered 
wherever possible to reflect the currently 
favorable construction bidding climate, re
duced inflation rates and favorable over
seas dollar exchange rates; and 

Third, available unobligated balances of 
prior-year authorization of appropriations 
were carried forward and applied wherever 
possible. 

As a result of these actions, the commit
tee was able to reduce the $10.3 billion re
quest by $1 billion. At the same time, addi
tional projects totaling approximately $250 
million were included because of their rela
tive priority in terms of contributing to 
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military readiness, morale, and operational 
capability. 

We on the committee believe this is a 
good bill and deserves the support of the 
House. I urge its passage. 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN of New York. Mr. 
Chairman, I rise in strong support of 
H.R. 1409, and I salute the members of 
the committee who have already 
spoken concerning the importance of 
this piece of legislation. But in par
ticular, I would like to embrace the 
comments made by the chairman of 
the Subcommittee on Military Instal
lations and Facilities, the gentleman 
from California [Mr. DELLUMS]. 

As a matter of fact, he so accurately 
described the importance and the sce
nario of how we got here that it leaves 
very little to be said. As a matter of 
fact, I would like to say that, for 
anyone, a Member of this body, who 
was here and listened to what our 
chairman had to say, it would be 
beyond me how they could oppose this 
piece of legislation. 

When we started back in February 
of this year to address how we were 
going to spend our military construc
tion dollars, we were working up to a 
budget figure that was, for the whole 
committee, $30 billion below what the 
President requested for all DOD 
spending. 

This gentleman, quite frankly, did 
not agree with those figures, but that 
is what we had to live with. When the 
chairman and the ranking members of 
all the committees got together, they 
parceled up and responsibly made a 
decision as to how they wanted to 
spend those dollars. 

Under any scheme of things, wheth
er you go with the figures that came 
out of our conference or whether you 
go with the figures that came out of 
this body, we are below any freeze 
figure as for as Milcon is concerned. 
The only people that could oppose 
this bill under that set of circum
stances are people who do not under
stand what we are trying to do here. 

Just to put things in perspective, 
that cut, that $30 billion reduction 
from what the Commander in Chief, 
the President of the United States, re
quested, and of itself, is three times as 
big as the entire expenditure for mili
tary construction in this bill. 

This total expenditure for military 
construction, for the quality of life for 
our troops, for their readiness, for the 
defense of this country amounts to 
just a little over 3 percent of the De
partment of Defense authorization 
bill. 

If you have problems with defense 
expenditures, wait until that bill, the 
defense authorization bill, comes 
along. In the meantime, I think every 
Member ought to take into consider
ation what we are trying to do here is 

allocate some $9.2 billion, less than 3 
percent of the total DOD budget, and 
I think we have acted very responsi
bly. 

I would like to say to the chairman 
of the subcommittee, the gentleman 
from California, and for the benefit of 
the other Members, that I have served 
on this committee now for 3 years. 
When we started marking up and 
having hearings early this year, it was 
quite a challenge for us, notwithstand
ing the fact that some of the bigger 
cuts have been allocated to other sub
committees. We had to look at situa
tions where we have people living in 
uninhabitable premises and deny them 
improvements. Yet they are supposed 
to proudly wear the uniform of the 
U.S. Army, the Navy, the Air Force, or 
the Marine Corps. When we had to 
make some pretty tough decisions and 
cut more and more, we did the right 
thing; we did it within the framework 
of the mark the subcommittee was 
given. When people come back and 
suggest that we were not responsible 
and did not allocate appropriately, I 
would suggest to them that if they 
have a problem with the size of the 
overall defense budget, wait until the 
other bill comes along. If you want to 
do something responsible, debate this 
bill and show us where we went wrong. 
The fact of the matter is, the chair
man, the gentleman from California, 
has done an outstanding job. In all the 
time I have served in Government, I 
want to say that I have yet to serve 
with anyone who has been as fair, or 
more reasonable, and open to the 
Members when they wanted to come 
and plead their case. 

So I say to the people who do not 
want to think about it but instead are 
a little concerned about the perception 
of what we are doing here in Washing
ton, I would suggest you have missed 
an opportunity in the past to come 
before our subcommittee and find out 
where it is at. And I would suggest 
that if you had problems with the way 
we do our business, I know this chair
man would welcome you to come 
before our subcommittee in the future 
and state specifically where you think 
we ought to beat up on the men and 
women in uniform in this country or 
upon the readiness of the defense of 
the United States of America. 

So I salute the chairman for all the 
outstanding work he has done this 
year and in prior years, and, believe 
me, it is a privilege to serve on that 
subcommittee. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the bal
ance of my time. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
California 

Mr. FAZIO. Mr. Chairman, I appre
ciate the chairman yielding to me. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to com
mend the gentleman from California 
and the members of his subcommittee 

for the excellent work they have done 
in providing the military construction 
authorization in support of the mis
sions of our active duty and reserve 
forces. 

The needs and demands for con
struction projects far exceed the avail
able funds. Thus, it required a careful 
review by Mr. DELLUMS and his sub
committee of the Department of De
fense's budget submission to Congress 
and the concerns of individual Mem
bers before a final decision could be 
made as to which projects would be 
authorized. 

Besides providing the construction 
required to support the weapon sys
tems Congress has approved, the com
mittee gave careful consideration to 
quality of life programs for our service 
men and women, and their depend
ents. 

Further, the subcommittee was very 
supportive of projects that will im
prove our military readiness through 
the enhancement of our in-house 
maintenance and repair capabilities. 

My own district, the Fourth Con
gressional District of California, is 
home to two major Air Force facilities: 
McClellan AFB and Travis AFB, and 
in the surrounding areas we have 
Mather AFB, Sacramento Army 
Depot, and Mare Island Naval Ship
yard. Chairman DELLUMS and his sub
committee have been very supportive 
of these bases both this year and in 
years past. 

In this bill, the following projects 
have been approved: McClellan AFB 
receives $16.9 million for an aircraft 
accessory maintenance complex, $3.5 
million for an ammunition storage 
complex, $13.1 million for a depot elec
tronic warfare communication facility, 
$10.3 million for a logistics systems op
erations center, $12.8 million for a 
medical and occupational health 
clinic, and $700,000 for sound suppres
sor support. 

Additionally, $5.8 million is approved 
to hook up McClellan's wastewater dis
posal system to the Sacramento re
gional system. 

The Sacramento Army Depot will re
ceive $1.9 million to construct a com
munication repair facility, and $4.5 
million to construct an optical facility. 

Mather Air Force Base will receive 
$1.5 million to construct an account
ing-finance facility and $1.2 million to 
construct a central life support equip
ment facility. 

Travis Air Force Base will receive 
$78 million for phase III of the David 
Grant Memorial Hospital and medical 
complex. This 298-bed facility will in
clude outpatient clinics, a 52-room 
dental clinic, an aeromedical staging 
facility, and a hyperbasic chamber. It 
will serve over 70,000 people. 

Other projects approved by the com
mittee for Travis include a $2 million 
addition to the flight simulator train-
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0 1405 ing facility, a $2.1 million facility for 

hazardous storage, and $6.2 million for 
a weapons systems maintenance sup
port facility. Total funding for Travis 
construction projects amount $81.1 
million. 

Mare Island will receive $815,000 for 
security lighting and $5.1 million for a 
sewage treatment program. 

Again, I applaud the gentleman 
from California and his subcommittee 
for their outstanding work and I urge 
my colleagues to support this measure. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
Arkansas [Mr. ALEXANDER]. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I thank the 
chairman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, the job of managing 
the military construction bill is one 
that embraces all of our military facili
ties. I want to say publicly that the 
gentleman from California, the chair
man of the subcommittee, is always 
open to listen to the literally thou
sands of requests that are made of him 
concerning the military installations 
in our country and around the world. 
And I want to say that the chairman 
has done an outstanding job. 

I appreciate the time, the effort, the 
energy, and the intellect that the 
chairman has given to the subject over 
which he presides. 

Mr. DELLUMS. I thank the gentle
man very much. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield myself such 
time as I may consume. 

For the purposes of entering into a 
colloquy, I yield at this time to the 
gentleman from California [Mr. 
STARK]. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the distinguished chairman of the sub
committee [Mr. DELLUMS] if he could 
take a minute to discuss the very diffi
cult Navy housing situation facing us 
in t he San Francisco Bay area. 

Currently, for Navy families in the 
bay area, we need about 1,000 units of 
housing beyond what is now available. 
Within a couple of years, the battle
ship Missouri and its escorts will be 
stationed in the bay, increasing the 
need for family housing to a total of 
3,700 units by 1989. 

Yet as you well know, the bay area is 
one of the most congested, expensive 
housing areas in the Nation. I think I 
can catch our colleagues' attention 
when I say it is even more expensive 
than housing in the Washington, DC, 
area! 

There are very few open spaces suit
able for masses of housing, but there 

· is a large amount of housing that is 
suitable for rehabilitation and repair 
near some of the large naval facilities. 
Does the gentleman have any 
thoughts on how we can best meet the 
current shortfall in housing and pre
pare for the arrival of the Missouri 
personnel? 

Mr. DELLUMS. There are severe 
Navy housing problems in the bay 
area and we must begin as soon as pos
sible to solve those problems. But it is 
going to take the cooperation of all 
the parties involved-the Navy, the 
local government officials, and the 
community-if a solution is to be 
found to reduce the housing shortage. 

I would hope we could provide hous
ing near the bases, because in addition 
to housing shortages, the traffic con
gestion bottlenecks in the bay area are 
crippling. We don't need a lot of new 
long distance commuters. 

I believe the city of Alameda is doing 
some work on ways to produce new 
rental units through the substantial 
rehabilitation of existing housing and 
mixed-use structures. I think we 
should look more deeply into this ap
proach and if it is workable for the 
military, see if other bay area cities 
would be interested in similar ap
proaches. 

As you know, I have made the issue 
of improving the quality-of-life of our 
service members a top priority of this 
subcommittee. We are certainly open 
to exploring any proposals that appear 
to provide a solution to reducing this 
deficit. It is clear that no one ap
proach alone will solve the military 
family housing problem. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman. The Alameda-type pro
posal is the kind of mixed housing 
project that I like. It can help shore 
up older communities and keep those 
cities vibrant. 

The Navy has expressed some inter
est in buying-for somewhere between 
$7 and $20 million-some vacant land 
on a ridge between San Leandro and 
Castro Valley, to place hundreds of 
units of Navy housing. There is some 
earthquake danger in the area, there 
is a lack of local support services, and 
none of the surrounding communities 
want this open land turned into a 
housing project. I hope the subcom
mittee chairman could ask the Navy to 
avoid this kind of expensive, com
pound-type housing in the bay area 
and to explore scatter-site and rehab 
housing as by far the best choice. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
agree that large compounds of mili
tary housing apart from a military 
base have caused problems in other 
parts of the country. I can assure the 
gentleman that the subcommittee will 
look into this situation and that the 
concerns you raised will be brought to 
the attention of the Navy, as we at
tempt to provide additional military 
family housing in the bay area. 

Mr. STARK. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman for his leadership in 
providing good housing for our Na
tion's Service personnel. 

Mr. DELLUMS. I thank my col
league for his comments, and I am 
very pleased to work with him. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to another 
one of my colleagues from California 
CMr. COELHO], for the purposes of en
tering into a brief colloquy. 

Mr. COELHO. I would like to join in 
the remarks made by my colleague 
from California about the role of the 
gentleman from California as chair
man of this subcommittee and what 
he is doing for the Armed Services per
sonnel throughout the world. We ap
preciate that leadership that he has 
provided. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentle
man for yielding and would first of all 
like to commend him and the members 
of his subcommittee for the time and 
attention they have devoted to pro
grams to improve the quality of life of 
our men and women in uniform. 

The tragic suicide of a 13-year-old 
boy at Fort Ord last year, brought into 
sharp focus the widespread shortage 
of affordable housing for military 
families. Therefore, I applaud the sub
committee for increasing the authori
zation for construction, operation and 
maintenance, and leasing of military 
family housing by more than $460 mil
lion over the appropriation for fiscal 
year 1985. 

I am particularly interested in the 
build-lease program. A 1984 Air Force 
housing survey disclosed that there 
was insufficient housing available for 
Air Force families in the communities 
adjacent to Castle Air Force Base, 
which is located in my district. In 
April of this year, Castle was notified 
that it was 1 of 4 bases selected by 
SAC Headquarters to receive build
lease housing. Anticipating that in 
fiscal year 1986 the Congress would 
expand the test program authorized 
under Public Law 98-115, Castle was 
told to solicit community support for 
building 200 additional units of family 
housing. 

I can understand the committee's re
luctance to approve any further build
lease projects until the two demon
stration projects are completed, and 
the results analyzed. At the same time, 
I want to emphasize that there is al
ready an urgent need for more family 
housing at Castle Air Force Base, and 
I would hope that the committee will 
be prepared to authorize construction 
of additional family housing either 
under build-lease or some other pro
gram in the not too distant future. 
Can the chairman shed some light on 
the committee's timetable on this? 

Mr. DELLUMS. Yes. I think the gen
tleman raises a good question. For the 
record, I would like to make the fol
lowing response: 

As my colleague is aware, this sub
committee has given very special at
tention to the needs of the military 
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for additional affordable family hous
ing. The test program the gentleman 
has mentioned is but one of the ave
nues we are following to increase the 
family housing inventory around our 
military bases. 

Earlier this year, this gentleman, 
along with others and staff, toured 
several military bases in California to 
look specifically into the issue of 
family housing. I can assure my col
league that as a result of those visits I 
became increasingly aware that re
newed efforts must be made both 
within the Department of Defense as 
well as by the local communities to 
find solutions to increasing housing 
availability for our military families. 

I might add, parenthetically, that 
this is becoming a problem where mili
tary and civilian people both are com
peting for the shrinking inventory of 
affordable housing. So this is becom
ing an issue of crisis proportions that 
we have to address, and I think this 
subcommittee certainly is moving 
down that road. 

Mr. COELHO. I would like to add, 
Mr. Chairman, it is particularly acute 
with the trainees that are coming into 
Castle, and so forth, to be able to 
afford some type of housing. 

Mr. DELLUMS. I appreciate the 
gentleman's statement. I might just 
add that, however, this issue cannot be 
viewed in isolation, as I said, from the 
shortages of housing in the civilian 
population, since housing is a problem 
both outside as well as inside the mili
tary. It seems to me that we must find 
a way to work together. Although I 
cannot give the gentleman a specific 
timetable, I feel that I can speak for 
all of my colleagues on the committee 
when I say that we will not only con
tinue to fund traditional family hous
ing construction but also explore other 
approaches that may provide housing 
as quickly and as economically as pos
sible at such bases as Castle Air Force 
Base that my colleague is very con
cerned about and understands the 
issues in a very intimate and profound 
way. 

Mr. COELHO. I appreciate the gen
tleman's remarks. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I re
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. GEKAS]. 

Mr. GEKAS. Mr. Chairman, some
time earlier this year there was widely 
circulated a scare list of possible base 
closures. This list struck fear into the 
hearts of the very communities in 
which these bases were located, be
cause many times we would find that 
such a facility is the very core of the 
economic activity of a particular 
region. On that scare list appeared the 
base located in New Cumberland in 
central Pennsylvania. We know, first
hand, of the adverse consequences felt 

just by the publication of that scare 
list. Since that time, because of the 
diligent work of this subcommittee 
and by the considered ear of the gen
tleman from California who listened 
to the concerns expressed as to the 
scare list, the cloud has been removed. 
This has adverse consequences, the 
publication of such a list, in 2 differ
ent fashions: Not only does it hurt the 
people whose jobs and whose economy 
and whose situations in life are sur
rounding a particular facility, but also 
it throws a monkey wrench into the 
very program of national defense 
which we are so- carefully trying to 
construct. 

If indeed in the middle of construc
tion projects, in the middle of new fa
cilities geared for the modernization of 
our national security, there comes a 
scare list of possible base closures, this 
can do serious harm to the steady, 
proper, progressive planning for the 
maintenance of our national security. 
It is, therefore, with deep gratitude 
that I, who have observed this phe
nomenon, say to the gentleman from 
California that his inclusion in the 
committee report of an end of specula
tion as to this national list of base clo
sures and of possible realignment of 
missions does a service not only to the 
people affected but also to our Nation 
in its plans for modernization and con
tinuance of national security. 

I thank the gentleman. I can report 
back to the people in New Cumber
land: Your mission is safe, your mis
sion must go on, your mission is to 
contribute to the national security of 
the United States of America. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to my distinguished 
colleague, the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. ORTIZ], another very diligent 
member of the committee. 

Mr. ORTIZ. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise in strong sup
port of this legislation, H.R. 1409-the 
Military Construction Authorization 
Act for 1986 and compliment our 
chairman, Mr. DELLUMS, on his leader
ship in bringing this bill to the floor 
today. I find it a privilege and a pleas
ure to work with such a hard-working 
committee and staff that are truly 
professional. I recognize the great re
sponsibility that this committee has, 
not only to this distinguished House, 
but to our people and this great 
Nation. 

Many times in the past, funding for 
the living and working conditions of 
our men and women in uniform have 
been deferred, out of necessity, to the 
operational requirements of our force 
modernization programs. This has 
been accomplished in order that the 
peace we strive for may be maintained 
through our military preparedness 
and strength. Thus. we can demon
strate to our adversaries the military 

readiness and deterrence from war 
that our Nation possesses. This is as it 
should be. However, there comes a 
time when the quality of life for the 
men and women in uniform must not 
take a back seat to the driving forces 
of upgrading our weapons and support 
equipment required to enhance, 
should the need arise, a smooth transi
tion from peace to a full wartime foot
ing. I believe this bill, H.R. 1409, does 
just that. 

A high priority has been placed on 
the quality of life for our men and 
women in uniform, their families, and 
their various needs, especially the con
struction of new housing units here in 
the United States and overseas. I fully 
realize that the military construction 
authorization does not exist in a 
vacuum. It should be considered in the 
full context of the Department of De
fense Authorization Act for 1986. It is 
with this understanding that this bill 
provides funding for the beddown of 
weapons systems. These systems in
clude the MX missile, B-lB bomber, 
ground-launched cruise missiles, F-15 
fighter aircraft, the C-5B cargo plane, 
and the space defense initiatives, as 
well as first year funding to support 
construction of two new homeport 
sites for the Navy. This proposed bill 
is within the overall House approved 
Defense authorization and budget 
guidelines. 

As was stated by the Honorable 
John 0. Marsh, Jr .. Secretary of the 
Army, and Gen. John A. Wickham, Jr., 
Chief of Staff, U.S. Army, in hearings 
before our subcommittee and the 
House Armed Services Committee, 
"our most important mission is to 
maintain the readiness of the Army in 
order to protect this great Nation. 
Readiness is inextricably tied to sol
ders' morale and discipline, and to sus
taining their families' strength." As 
the pool of potential enlistees decline, 
we need to provide those tangible ben
efits that let our service personnel and 
their families know that we support 
them and that we will provide for 
their welfare. Truly, this bill provides 
those living facilities and support sys
tems so necessary to promote the qual
ity of life and facilities that will main
tain our force of excellence. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. ENG
LISH]. 

Mr. ENGLISH. Mr. Chairman, I rise 
in support of H.R. 1409, the military 
construction authorization bill under 
consideration today by this body. I 
particularly want to express support 
for authorized projects at Vance AFB 
and Tinker AFB, both of which are in 
Oklahoma. 

Vance AFB, a pilot training base, is 
part of the Air Training Command 
[ATCJ. As we all know, ATC bases are 
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where Air Force pilot trainees learn to 
fly before going on to advanced train
ing and regular flying duty for the Air 
Force. It is training such as that of
fered at Vance that enables pilots to 
develop the flying skills later applied 
in the operation of advanced fighters, 
bombers, and support aircraft. H.R. 
1409 contains two authorized projects 
for Vance, a central life support equip
ment facility authorized at $660,000 
and a mission support facility author
ized at $3,550,000. These two projects 
are desperately needed. 

The central life support equipment 
facility will provide a safe and environ
mentally secure structure for aircrew 
life support systems; items such ·as 
parachutes and oxgen masks. Current 
facilities at Vance are woefully inad
equate for the storage and mainte
nance of these vital systems. 

The mission support facility at 
Vance AFB will provide a centrally lo
cated facility designed to house 15 mis
sions support functions, including 
those for administration and base per
sonnel. These closely related of fices 
are currently located in widely dis
persed, inefficient, World War II-vin
tage buildings. In addition, it is esti
mated that the modem, centralized fa
cility will result in annual operation 
and maintenance cost savings of more 
than $474,000 and a 55-percent reduc
tion in energy usage that saves and 
addditional $15,000 annually. The mis
sion support facility is urgently 
needed now. 

Tinker AFB, a vital cog in our Na
tion's Air Logistics Command, has sev
eral authorized projects totaling $33.1 
million. Authorized are funds for: 
First, a transient munitions facility 
and land acquisitions; second, and E-
3A maintenance hanger; third, alter
ations for Tinker's petroleum oper
ations storage complex and base unac
companied enlisted personnel housing; 
and fourth, additions and alternations 
for the heating plant and recreation 
center. 

While it would require to much time 
to detail the need for each of these au
thorized projects, I would like to brief
ly address the authorizations for the 
transient munitions facility authorized 
at $6,900,000 and the E-3A mainte
nance hangar authorized at $6,800,000. 

The transient munitions facility is a 
safety and security improvement. It 
will provide the air depot at Tinker 
with the capability to respond to crises 
throughout the world in a safe and ex
peditious manner. The handling and 
transshipment of the munitions is a 
hazardous business. This facility will 
provide an extra measure of safety for 
those who work in this area. 

The E-3A, or AW AC's, has become 
an indispensible tool of the Air Force. 
Tinker AFB is the home of AW AC's. 
The AWAC's and its crew, must be 
prepared to deploy at a moments 
notice to any part of the globe. This 

requirement makes an up-to-date 
maintenance facility vital to the mis
sion of this aircraft. That is why the 
E-3A maintenance hangar authorized 
in H.R. 1409 is so very important. 

And so, Mr. Chairman and my col
leagues, I urge the adoption of H.R. 
1409, the military construction author
ization bill. 
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Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 

yield 9 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. WEISS]. 

Mr. WEISS. I thank the gentleman 
for yielding me this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to add my 
words of compliment for the gentle
man from California to those that 
have been expressed by so many other 
Members on the floor in the course of 
this general debate. 

Indeed, as I listened to the com
ments coming from so many varied 
philosophical sources on this floor, I 
am almost awestruck. It seems to me 
that the gentleman from Calif omia 
CMr. DELLUMS] has taken the admoni
tion of our former distinguished Presi
dent, Lyndon Johnson, who said: 
"Come let us reason together," and 
has managed to have people from all 
shades of opinion in the armed serv
ices community come and reason to
gether and to find him to be a most 
reasonable and sensitive chairman of 
that important subcommittee. 

Given the view that I have of the 
job that the gentleman has done and 
the commendation that he justifiably 
received, I would therefore rise with 
some sense of trepidation under 
normal circumstances in opposing the 
Military Construction Authorization 
Act of 1986. In doing so. however, I 
know the gentleman from California 
knows that not only is there no criti
cism of him intended, but that he and 
I share the very sentiments that he 
expressed when he cast his vote 
against the very bill that he reported 
out of committee in which he so elo
quently set forth the reasons and con
cerns he had for voting against that 
bill. 

Among my reasons and his reasons 
for opposing this bill is the inclusion 
of money for the home ports that the 
Navy is proposing to build in a number 
of locations, including one in New 
York Harbor. The Home Port Fleet, 
which is a surface action group, in 
New York would consist of the battle
ship Iowa and six support vessels 
which would be equipped to carry nu
clear weapons. 

A total of $86.2 million in first-year 
funding is authorized in this bill for 
land acquisition, housing, site improve
ment, and berthing pier /bulkhead 
construction. This bill contains initial 
funding for two of the five new home
ports the Navy seeks to build in an 
effort to disperse its fleet. 

Now, the dispersal is supposed to be 
a strategic dispersal, according to the 
Secretary of the Navy. However, there 
have been some questions raised both 
in the gentleman's committee as well 
as in the equivalent committee over in 
the other body as to whether in fact 
this is a strategic dispersal for military 
purposes or political purposes. I think 
in any event there are going to be 
studies undertaken in both Houses to 
determine the real purpose of this dis
persal and to determine the dangers 
they may represent. 

I strongly object to this funding-an 
increase of more than $65 million over 
t~e amount requested by the Defense 
Department-because the Navy has 
failed to satisfy the concerns of my 
constituents and thousands of other 
area residents about the risks associat
ed with stationing nuclear weapons in 
their backyard. 

The importance of the Navy's failure 
to communicate with New York resi
dents-and their elected representa
tives-cannot be overstated. Only re
cently we learned that the Defense 
Department failed to inform State of
ficials in New Jersey about the extent 
of radioactive contamination resulting 
from a Bomarc missile explosion and 
fire at McGuire Air Force Base that 
occurred in 1960. New Jersey environ
mental officials only learned the de
tails by accident-25 years later. 

We still do not fully know whether 
population areas were exposed, but we 
do know that the true magnitude of 
the radioactive release was kept from 
the public and Government agencies. 
In a 1981 report, the Defense Depart
ment asserted that the radioactive 
contamination was restricted "to an 
area immediately beneath the weapon 
and an adjacent elongated area ap
proximately 100 feet long." However, 
it was recently revealed that about 
400,000 square feet, or nearly 10 acres 
of the base property, had been sealed 
in concrete to contain the contamina
tion. 

Moreover, the Defense Department 
is reportedly still not cooperating with 
State officials attempting to identify 
the risk and eliminate the hazard. 

New Jersey residents have every 
right to demand more responsible con
duct from the Air Force. And they, 
along with New Yorkers, have every 
right to insist that the Navy respond 
to their health and safety concerns 
before a single nuclear weapon is 
brought into our harbor. 

Unfortunately, the Navy's response 
to date has been silence. The environ
mental impact statement prepared by 
the Navy looked at the impact of the 
Staten Island home port on air quality 
and harbor dredging; it even studied 
its effect on traffic. Yet there is no 
mention of the single aspect which 
could pose more of a threat to the 
health and welfare of the area's resi-
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dents, and of all life in the area, than 
any other conceivable impact: a nucle
ar weapons accident. 

This constitutes a clear violation of 
the National Environmental Policy 
Act CNEPAJ. Federal agencies, accord
ing to NEPA, must conduct a thor
ough environmental impact analysis of 
all aspects of a proposed action that 
affect the environment in any way. 

The Navy has been equally deficient 
in its attitude toward emergency pre
paredness planning. The general lack 
of communication to date between the 
Defense Department, and State, and 
local enforcement and health officials 
in this area is truly disturbing. In the 
absence of a workable, highly coordi
nated area emergency response and 
evacuation plan, the home port plan 
should simply not go forward. 

The EIS, in claiming substantial eco
nomic benefit to the New York area 
without providing convincing evidence, 
is faulty in a second, serious respect. 
The Navy reached its economic conclu
sions without waiting for a fiscal 
impact analysis currently underway by 
the Pentagon, a study prompted by 
concerns in the Defense Department 
itself, that the home ports economic 
benefits were overstated. An accurate 
assessment, I believe, would show the 
home port to be a costly cousin to al
ternative investment at Staten Island. 

Two recent developments underscore 
the inadvisability of providing funding 
for the home port. 

First, a coalition of individuals and 
groups filed suit against the Navy this 
past April, charging gross violations of 
NEPA. The coalition includes Friends 
of the Earth, Physicians for Social Re
sponsibility, New York PIRO and 
seven members of the New York City 
Council. 

The suit, which is pending, argues 
that the EIS prepared by the Navy 
was deficient because it fails to: First, 
discuss the risks or potential environ
mental impacts of a nuclear weapons 
accident; second, consider less popu
lous alternatives sites for the proposed 
home port; and, third, adequately dis
cuss the adverse economic impacts of 
the home port on the Metropolitan 
New York area. 

The plaintiffs are seeking an injunc
tion prohibiting the Navy from ad
vancing its New York plans until it 
prepares a new EIS that complies with 
NEPA. 

In another recent development, the 
Navy recently announced that it will 
prepare a supplemental EIS to address 
a number of changes in its Staten 
Island proposal. Primarily, the Navy 
reports that it seriously underestimat
ed the supply of adequate, affordable 
housing available to the 2,200 families 
it will move to the New York area. The 
draft supplemental will not be re
leased until December. 

Mr. MOLINARI. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WEISS. I only have limited 
time. The gentleman from Colorado 
has a great deal of time left. 

In addition to that, a referendum is 
now on the ballot for the November 5 
election to allow the people of the city 
of New York to state for themselves 
whether they want a floating nuclear 
silo in the midst of the most densely 
populated area in the country. 
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I concur with the views of the distin

guished chairman of the Subcommit
tee on Military Installations and Fa
cilities of the Committee on Armed 
Services. The Navy's homeporting 
policy should be examined more close
ly before we commit millions of dollars 
to building new naval facilities and 
locate nuclear weapons in New York 
and in the ports of some of our other 
more densely populated cities. 

The funding authorized in this bill 
would permit the Navy to proceed rap
idly in building its base on Staten 
Island without having addressed a 
number of highly controversial issues. 

While my main concern is with the 
authorization of the ill-considered 
home port on Staten Island, I am also 
opposed to a number of expenditures 
envisioned, expenditures for the MX 
missiles, for the Trident II or D-5 mis
sile, and for a number of other desta
bilizing first-strike weapons. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank my distin
guished colleague for yielding the time 
to me, and for all the reasons I set 
forth, I oppose this bill. 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 30 seconds to the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. WHITEHURST]. 

Mr. WHITEHURST. Mr. Chairman, 
I thank my friend, the gentleman 
from Colorado. 

Mr. Chairman, I listened carefully to 
the words of my colleague, the gentle
man from New York, and I would just 
say this: I expect to vote for the bill, 
but if the bill should lose, I would just 
like to say for the record that we in 
the Second District of Virginia, the 
great Port of Hampton Roads, and the 
Navy capital of the world, the city of 
Norfolk, would love to have those 
ships, nuclear weapons notwithstand
ing. We would take every one we can 
get, and we would welcome those Navy 
families to our bosom. 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. MOLINARI]. 

Mr. MOLINARI. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding me 
this time. 

Mr. Chairman, let me say on behalf 
of the great city of New York that we 
are not going to give up the ships so 
easily to anyplace else. I appreciate 
this feeling about it, but I could not 
let this opportunity go by, Mr. Chair
man, and fail to respond to the com
ments of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. WEISS]. 

As we listen to his argument.:; oppos
ing the home port, he starts off talk
ing about it being a safety issue, but 
then he goes from safety, to ship dis
persal, to economic benefits. The fact 
is that I think the objection of the 
gentleman from New York CMr. 
WEISS] is because it is a military 
project. 

I would like to respond point by 
point, if I may. What do we get by 
ship dispersal? If we look today at the 
number of ships that we have at some 
of our ports, I think we will have an 
idea or we should have an idea as to 
how vulnerable we are. At Charleston, 
there are 70-some-odd ships based 
there today; at Norfolk, 120-plus ships; 
and at San Diego, 120-plus ships. 

Now, I am deeply concerned that 
over 50 percent of our naval fleet is 
homeported at three centers. It only 
makes sense, I think, that if we are 
going to be building more ships and 
retrofitting others, we do not put 
them all in three locations. Have we 
not learned any lessons from Pearl 
Harbor? 

The gentleman from New York CMr. 
WEISS] talks about the support of 
some members of the city council for 
his position. What he did not say was 
that this project for New York City 
has been heavily endorsed by Gover
nor Cuomo of New York, by Governor 
Kean of New Jersey, by both Senators 
from New York, Mr. D'AMATo and Mr. 
MOYNIHAN, and by both Senators from 
New Jersey, Mr. LAUTENBERG and Mr. 
BRADLEY, and as a matter of fact, it 
was endosed by every Member of Con
gress from New York and every 
Member of Congress from New York 
City, with the exception of the gentle
man who just spoke, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. WEISS]. 

So I say to the gentleman from New 
York CMr. WEISS], you stand all by 
yourself or you have stood all by your
self as a member of the congressional 
delegation opposing the project from 
its inception. 

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOLINARI. No; I will not yield. 
I will give the gentleman the same 
courtesy he gave me. 

Mr. Chairman, let us talk about the 
safety items. The gentleman from New 
York CMr. WEISS] was not satisfied 
with the safety issues. He was not sat
isfied because he did not get the deci
sion his way, so he went to the Gener
al Accounting Office and requested a 
study. It took 18 bloody months to get 
the General Accounting Office to re
lease the study that the gentleman 
from New York CMr. WEISS] request
ed, and when it came out, it was cer
tainly not supportive of his position. 

So what did he do? He accused the 
General Accounting Off ice and said 
they did a terrible job. I say to the 
gentleman from New York CMr. 
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WEISS], you cannot have it both ways. 
What the General Accounting Office 
said was that in this surface action 
group, one of the ships would be capa
ble of carrying nuclear-tipped missiles, 
the Tomahawk missile, and GAO said 
that it was the safest nuclear missile 
in the entire missile fleet. 

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOLINARI. I yield to the gen
tleman from New York. 

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
just want to express my support for 
the gentleman from New York CMr. 
MOLINARI]. As he well knows, the deci
sion to seek a naval surface action 
group was supported by a large major
ity of the New York congressional del
egation. 

Over the past weekend, I had the 
privilege of attending the deliberation 
of the North Atlantic assembly, at its 
meeting which was held in San Fran
cisco. At our luncheon I happened to 
sit next to Mayor Feinstein, who men
tioned to me that in San Francisco 
some months ago, there had been the 
same kind of irrational fear of the 
homeporting of the battleship Missou
ri in San Francisco. Mayor Feinstein 
told me that in spite of the opposition 
that was building up, as it has been 
doing in New York City as well, she 
appealed to the business community 
of that great naval city, San Francisco, 
and they came up with overwhelming 
support for welcoming a great historic 
battleship. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York CMr. MOL
INARI] has expired. 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 5 additional minutes to the gen
tleman from New York CMr. MOLIN
ARI]. 

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. MOLINARI. I yield to the gen
tleman from New York. 

Mr. STRATTON. Mr. Chairman, the 
mayor of the city of New York our 
former colleague, Ed Koch, doing the 
same thing, because, as the gentleman 
in the well knows, and other members 
of the delegation know, bringing that 
naval action force into New York City 
is going to generate some $500 million 
every year. So certainly that economic 
benefit cannot be ignored. 

I feel certain that perhaps if Mayor 
Koch were to consult with Mayor 
Feinstein, she might be able to give 
him some other hints as to how to 
overcome this very irrational antinu
clear opposition to bringing back naval 
ships into New York City, which over 
the years has always been a great 
naval town, a major part of the U.S. 
fleet on the east coast so that we can 
protect ourselves from those enemies 
that maybe around us. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank the gentle
man for yielding. 

Mr. MOLINARI. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for his contribu
tion. 

When this project was first an
nounced, there were two main objec
tions that were raised by the gentle
man from New York and others. The 
first, and the one that put fear into 
everybody's heart, was the thought of 
an accidental explosion of a nuclear 
device, and, of course, everybody 
should be concerned about that. 

It is interesting, though, after we 
started getting information from the 
Navy and others, I understand that 
the position of the gentleman from 
New York CMr. WEISS], today is that 
even he acknowledges the fact that 
the possibility of accidental explosion 
is so remote, just like the General Ac
counting Office said, that it does not 
exist. 

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOLINARI. I yield to the gen
tleman from New York-yes. 

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
my distinguished friend for yielding. 

I have said from the very beginning 
that the problem was the release of ra
dioactive material. It does not have to 
be an explosion; it can be fire, it can 
be an accident, it can be damage, it 
can be sabotage. In any one of those 
ways, radioactive material can be re
leased into New York Harbor. 

Mr. MOLINARI. If I understand the 
gentleman now-and this is important 
because we do have a referendum 
coming up, and we do have other 
issues coming up in debates-he does 
recognize in fact and he concedes, as I 
understand it, that there is no possibil
ity and he is not concerned about an 
accidental nuclear explosion? Is that 
correct? 

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. MOLINARI. I yield to the gen
tleman from New York. 

Mr. WEISS. I have said from the 
very beginning that the possibility of 
explosion as such is extremely remote, 
very unlikely. 

Mr. MOLINARI. All right. The issue 
of plutonium, then, is the only other 
safety issue that has been raised in the 
floor debate. As far as the information 
from the Navy is concerned-and I 
think the gentleman from New York is 
absolutely incorrect in terms of shar
ing information-the Navy has been 
extremely forthright in giving us re
quested information. There has been 
an exchange of correspondence from 
the Department of Energy, from the 
Navy, from the Defense Department, 
and from Mr. Weinberger back and 
forth to the mayor, to every elected 
official, and to others. 

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOLINARI. I am happy to yield 
to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WEISS. Would the gentleman 
please share with his colleagues his in
formation as to what planning has 
been done for emergency action in 
case of an accident? Will the gentle
man tell us what the Navy has told 
him about that? 
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Mr. MOLINARI. The Navy has not 

planned any emergency action. I do 
not think it is the province of the 
Navy to do that. I think that is the 
province . of your local government. 
That is the position they have taken 
throughout the country. 

Now, they will work with local gov
ernment in planning. They have said 
that. They will work with you to im
plement the plan. 

Mr. WEISS, Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield further? 

Mr. MOLINARI. Yes, I will yield 
further. 

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Chairman, does the 
gentleman know whether in fact the 
Navy has shared information with the 
local governments as to whether and 
what kind of accidents the localities 
ought to be preparing for? 

Mr. MOLINARI. Mr. Chairman, let 
me respond this way perhaps. I took 
advantage of something that every 
Member of Congress has, and that is 
the opportunity to get a classified 
briefing at the Pentagon. I do not 
know if the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. WEISS] did so, but I did. 

Mr. WEISS. I did. 
Mr. MOLINARI. I came away after 3 

hours fully satisfied and had no appre
hensions or fears whatsoever. I stand 
in the well here and I can say to my 
constituents back home, please accept 
it without any fear or trepidation 
whatsoever. There are 30 years of 
record that the Navy has had with nu
clear weapons, a superb record, with
out one single nuclear accident. 

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield on that point? 

Mr. MOLINARI. I would be happy 
to yield even though the gentleman 
did not want to yield to me. 

Mr. WEISS. I had no time. The gen
tleman has all kinds of time. 

The gentleman is not suggesting to 
this body, or to his constituents, or my 
constituents that in private briefings 
the gentleman was given information 
as to existing information which the 
Navy has shared with localities as to 
how they could prepare for emergen
cies; the gentleman is not saying that. 
is the gentleman? 

Mr. MOLINARI. No, I am not. 
Mr. WEISS. Mr. Chairman, I thank 

the gentleman, because I was given no 
such information. 

Mr. MOLINARI. The issue of eco
nomic benefits I think we should dis
pense with very quickly. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from New York has ex
pired. 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 2 additional minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. 
MOLINARI]. 

Mr. MOLINARI. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding 
these 2 additional minutes. 

On the issue of economic benefits, I 
think there has been a great deal of 
debate in the New York City area 
about economic benefits. There is no 
question that there are substantial 
economic benefits. We may debate as 
to how much, but I do not think there 
is any question remaining that the 
benefits are indeed substantial. 

I would like to close, however, by re
ferring to something that the chair
man mentioned before. I think it is 
very important, and this is related to 
the home port issue; that is the aspect 
of the funding level in the bill dealing 
with the quality of life. 

I do not know how many Members 
of this body have taken the time out 
to go to military bases and see how our 
military people are living. It is shock
ing. It is absolutely shocking if you 
visit the areas where I live and see 
how our military people are living. If 
they were ordinary citizens and not in 
the military, I think they would be 
asking for public assistance from local 
governments. 

How we, as Members of Congress, 
can permit that is something that is 
deeply disturbing to me. 

So I commend the gentleman from 
California, the chairman, and the 
other members of the committee for 
what they have done here and I hope 
that we support the chairman in his 
efforts here today. 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. HUNTER]. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

I want to rise on behalf of San Diego 
and the Navy families in San Diego 
and thank the committee and the 
chairman and the ranking member for 
the work and the consideration that 
they gave us in regard to the housing 
that will be built, some 200 units for 
Navy housing. 

I would like to thank the chairman 
especially for the time that he spent 
and the trip that he took to San Diego 
examining the situation very closely. 

I just would like to say one last 
thing, and that is that in California 
our big problem generally with regard 
to military construction and housing is 
the land prices. I very much like the 
ideas that have been floated several 
times during the debate and during 
the discussion concerning the possibili
ty of leasing land, having contractors 
come on and build units and then pay 
over a period of time based on the ca
pability of our enlisted people to pay 

for their Navy housing or Army hous
ing allowance, to pay for those units; 
in other words, the idea of not having 
in the future perhaps to spend up 
front appropriation money for the 
military construction itself. 

I commend the committee for takmg 
a look at that and I hope we can do 
that in the next several years. 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. MARTIN]. 

Mr. MARTIN of New York. Mr. 
Chairman, I thank the ranking 
member. 

I just want to make one point on the 
home port issue. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
MOLINARI], a gentleman I also served 
with in the State legislature in New 
York, is a very thoughtful person and 
someone who has worked very hard 
ferreting out all the answers to the 
questions that were brought up con
cerning home ports. 

We would all certainly agree that it 
is ludicrous at best to home port half 
our naval fleet in three ports; so once 
the decision was made, which as I say 
makes eminent good sense, the compe
tition was on as to where these ships 
would be home ported. 

In the State of New York and city of 
New York, the State and Federal legis
lators worked very hard convincing 
the Navy that this was the most ap
propriate cost-efficient place to home 
port this battle group. 

I want to point out that there is no 
doubt in anybody's mind that as far as 
the vast majority of the elected offi
cials and opinion leaders in the State 
of New York, they want very much to 
have that battle group in New York 
Harbor. 

I salute the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. MOLINARI]. I salute the 
Governor. I salute the mayor. I salute 
both U.S. Senators from New York 
and from New Jersey, and the vast ma
jority of the delegation from New 
York heade( 1 by the gentleman from 
New York c ... ~r. STRATTON] who sup
port home porting. 

Mr. OWENS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in op
position to the military construction au
thorization of funds for New York City 
homeporting for the Iowa. The homeport
ing is being sold to New Yorkers as safe 
and economically beneficial. Unfortunately, 
both the safety and economic aspects have 
not been explored sufficiently to allow New 
Yorkers to know with any degree of cer
tainty whether or not they will benefit 
from the homeporting. 

Advocates of homeporting argue that it 
will bring jobs to New York and help the 
economy. After the initial building is over, 
it is unclear that the naval base will bring 
any jobs to New Yorkers. Yes, it will bring 
another payroll to New York but there is 
no certainty that it will bring jobs which 
will be filled by the local residents who 
must contend with the hardships and risks 
related to the base. The naval jobs will be 

filled with men and women from all over 
the country. Base-related jobs are usually 
reserved for the f am iii es of service mem
bers who are assigned to that base. From 
the beginning the economic facts of this 
situation have not been stated honestly. 

On the safety issue, some Members of 
Congress have been reassured that there is 
no safety problem. I am one of those who 
has not been so reassured. In the end this 
is an important judgment call. It would 
appear that safety, like beauty, is in the eye 
of the beholder and I cannot believe that 
the various nuclear mishaps which have 
happened here in the States and in Europe 
were intentional so I must conclude that 
serious accidents can happen. To accept, as 
an article of faith, that there will be no ac
cidents in densely populated New York is 
to gamble needlessly with the lives of 
human beings. The New York Port repre
sents one of the most densely populated 
areas in the world. When nuclear accident 
risk possibilities are being weighed, special 
allowances should be made for New York 
City. 

The homeporting issue is on the ballot in 
New York. The people will have the oppor
tunity to express their will directly. It is 
only reasonable for Members who repre
sent New York City to wait upon this ex
pression of support or lack of support. No 
commitment should be made prior to the 
results of the referendum on this isi.ue. 
This is an important judgment call which 
all interested citizens should be given an 
opportunity to make. 

Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Chairman, I am 
pleased to rise today and address the sub
jects of military housing and the military 
construction authorization for fiscal year 
1986. I would first like to address the issue 
of military housing. 

Those of my distinguished colleagues 
who have heard me speak on the issue of 
military housing in the past know that this 
is a very important issue to me and it is 
one about which I feel deeply. Not just be
cause I, too, experienced the military 
family life, and not just because a young 
boy hanged himself at a military installa
tion in my district last year because the 
hardships imposed on his family by short
ages in military family housing and moving 
expenses; but because I am convinced that 
our Nation's defense is only as strong as 
the men and women who serve as the cogs 
of our great defensive wheel. 

In the past, my comments on the issue of 
military family housing have been tinged 
with sadness, and filled with determination. 
Today, however, I am glad to report to this 
distinguished body that I am optimistic 
that we are on our way to meeting the chal
lenges faced by our military personnel and 
their families; not just in my district on the 
Monterey Peninsula, but all over the coun
try, and the world. 

I am optimistic because the House has 
approved a Department of Defense authori
zation that contains numerous provisions 
that seek to address the challenges, finan
cial and emotional challenges, facing our 
military personnel and their families. I am 
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pleased to have introduced the first legisla
tive package to address these challenges. 
and I am hopeful that relief for our men 
and women in uniform and their depend
ents may soon be on the way. 

I am also pleased today to lend my sup
port to the military construction authoriza
tion for fiscal year 1986. This bill calls for 
$9.5 billion in military construction during 
the next fiscal year. That might seem like a 
small sum compared to the rest of entire 
Department of Defense authorization rec
ommendation of $302.6 billion, and indeed 
it is-the military construction request is 
only 3 percent of the total budget recom
mended by the House Armed Services Com
mittee. But, ladies and gentlemen. let me 
tell you what a mere 3 percent can do. 

This money will provide for the construc
tion of 600 units of housing at Ford Ord, 
CA, and the upgrading of almost 600 more 
units that have been found by the Army to 
be substandard. Think of that, ladies and 
gentlemen, some of our military personnel 
live in substandard housing-but not for 
long. This money will also provide for 70 
mobile home spaces at Ford Ord-a post 
where 2,500 f am iii es are currently on wait
ing lists for on-post housing. 

Plans also call for the construction of 
barracks for enlisted personnel that will 
house nearly 1,000 individuals. at a cost of 
$23 million. I speak of Fort Ord because I 
happen to represent that area, because I 
once served at Ford Ord, and because that 
is where 13-year-old Danny Holley hanged 
himself. The average wait for on-post hous
ing at that facility is 5 to 7 months. Fort 
Ord has recently awarded a contract to a 
local construction firm that will provide 
more than 200 mobile home spaces for mili
tary personnel. Where the housing situa
tion has been critical, there is now hope. 

These construction plans will mean a 
great deal to an estimated 2,500 military 
f am iii es at Fort Ord alone. And yet the 
total price tag is $84 million-only three
tenths of 1 percent of the total Department 
of Defense authorization for fiscal year 
1986. And that is at Fort Ord alone. 

Military housing construction plans call 
for 50 mobile home spaces at Fort Riley, 
KS; 50 more at Fort Bragg, NC; and 282 
housing units at the Marine Corps Air Sta
tion in El Toro, CA. The military housing 
plans reach across the seas to the Nether
lands and West Germany. as well. And we 
can do all this, and virtually change the 
lives of an estimated 5,570 persons with 
only 3 percent of the total Defense authori
zation recommended by the House Armed 
Services Committee. 

While family housing is certainly the 
most visible component of the Military 
Construction Act, it is not the only issue 
that I would like to address today, because 
military construction can take many forms, 
other than military housing. I am talking 
about the construction plans for military 
facilities such as Fort Hunter Liggett. the 
Presidio of Monterey, and the Naval Post
graduate School, as well as Fort Ord-fa
cilities which have been able to contribute 
so much to our national security and de
fensive capabilities. But facilities which are 

also in desperate need of expansion. or up
grading. in order to continue to perform 
these valuable functions to their full poten
tial. 

Fort Hunter Liggett, for example, has 
asked for $11.1 million for the construction 
of a multipurpose range complex and a 
technical documentation facility. The 
House Armed Services Committee, recog
nizing the value of these projects, has rec
ommended full funding of the administra
tion's request. For the Presidio of Monte
rey, the Department of Defense has set 
aside $2.65 million for the construction of a 
military personnel administration center. 
This center is required to provide a consoli
dated Army /USAF center together with ad
ministration headquarters for Army /Navy I 
Air Force/Marine Corps contingents at the 
Defense Language Institute. The Depart
ment of Defense concluded in a recent 
study that the failure to provide this center 
would result in a growing inefficiency in 
operation at the Presidio. Again, the House 
Committee on Armed Services has recom
mended full funding. 

The Navy has requested $13 million for 
an ocean science academic building which 
would greatly increase the oceanographic 
study capabilities at Monterey, an area that 
has long been recognized as the center for 
oceanographic study, research, and fleet 
communications. This building would com
plement an already impressive array of 
marine and oceanographic feacilities on 
the Monterey Bay, including the Monterey 
Bay Aquarium funded by Hewlett-Packard, 
the Moss Landing Marine Lab, the Naval 
Environmental Prediction Research Facili
ty, and the Fleet Numerical Oceanography 
Center. 

The Army has asked for $3 million to be 
spent on the energy monitoring and control 
system, a medical supply warehouse, and 
an operations building at Fort Ord. The op
erations building is needed to provide an 
operational facility for the Criminal Inves
tigation District Headquarters at Fort Ord. 
Current investigations are conducted out of 
a substandard and deteriorating temporary 
facility that was constructed in 1941. The 
Department of Defense has determined that 
the building is not suitable for modifica
tion, and the House Armed Services Com
mittee has recommended full funding for 
construction of a new facility. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not talking about a 
major weapons system. I am not talking 
about changing the nature of our warfight
ing machine. I am not even talking about 
charges of waste and fraud in our Defense 
Department. In other words, I am not ad
dressing a controversial or partisan issue. I 
am talking about the welfare of our men 
and women in uniform and their dependent 
families. 

Why is it. after all, that in the strongest 
and richest nation on Earth some of our 
military personnel are forced to live in sub
standard housing unit that was built as a 
temporary facility prior to World War II? 
Why is it that military f smilies are forced 
to separate. or squeeze a family of 5 into a 
camping trailer in a campground along 
with 30 other families that has only one 

hot shower? There is no reason for this sit
uation. But there is a solution. And that so
lution will cost less than the price of two 
F-14A Tomcat aircraft-and Navy has re
quested 18 of these aircraft for the next 
fiscal year alone. 

In examining the important issue of our 
national defense, I believe it essential that 
we not overlook that element of our mili
tary that is most vulnerable and most in 
need of our assistance-the human ele
ment. We can, after all, talk until we are 
blue in the face about weapons systems and 
strategic superiority or inferiority. but it 
does not mean a thing unless we address 
needs of our military personnel in housing 
and facilities. 

After extensive hearings and testimonies, 
the House Armed Services Committee has 
forwarded a balanced proposal that would 
meet the immediate needs of housing and 
military construction at a reasonable cost. 
I urge this body to accept that proposal. 

Mr. McEWEN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
strong support for the $12.8 million author
ization for the proposed construction of the 
Air Force Institute of Technology [AFITJ 
at Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. 

The Institute is a U.S. Air Force organi
zation which is responsible for providing 
and coordinating advanced degree pro
grams, professional continuing education, 
and support for basic and applied research. 
Many of its courses are unique and are of
fered only by AFIT. These educational pro
grams are designed to meet the highly spe
cialized needs of the Department of De
fense. Because of its special location at 
Wright-Patterson, which is the largest 
center for defense research and develop
ment, AFIT offers rare opportunities for 
engineering and logistics instruction. 

The student load at this center is increas
ing substantially. Moreover, the AFIT has 
greater demands for computer space. There 
is currently a total space deficiency of 
256,000 square feet based upon existing 
needs. This project is designed to enhance 
the existing facility at Wright-Patterson 
which is in dire need of a new building to 
alleviate the problem of overcrowding. The 
proposed facility improvements will pro
vide a better learning environment for 
those persons enrolled at this science and 
research center. 

Mr. Chairman, I strongly urge my col
leagues to support this authorization. It 
will enhance AFIT's ability to serve the Air 
Force and our national security interests 
by providing first-rate instruction to Air 
Force officers and airmen. 

Mr. KOSTMA YER. Mr. Chairman. I rise 
today in support of H.R. 1409. the Military 
Construction Authorization Act for fiscal 
year 1986. This bill authorizes all funds for 
military construction and military family 
housing in the United States and overseas. 

This bill authorizes $4.2 million for the 
construction of a navigation equipment 
laboratory at the Naval Air Development 
Center [NADCJ in Warminster, PA. which 
is located in my district. I want to thank 
my colleague from Wisconsin, Representa
tive LES ASPJN, the distinguished chairman 
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of the House Armed Services Committee, 
for his support of this important project. I 
also want to again thank the distinguished 
chairman for visiting NADC with me on 
April 19, 1985. 

The NADC is vitally important to the De
partment of the Navy since it is the leading 
naval air research laboratory in the United 
States. It is responsible for research in 
such critical areas as air warfare analysis, 
air combat systems engineering, aircraft 
navigation, surface ship navigation, subma
rine navigation, and air command and con
trol systems. No other naval research facili
ty performs the functions assigned to the 
NADC, particularly in both land-based and 
carrier-based antisubmarine warfare. The 
NADC also recently developed the recon
naissance module for the FA-18 aircraft. 

The NADC is also very important to my 
constituents in the Eighth District as it is 
the second largest employer in my district. 
It is a modern and expanding facility that 
employs 2,633 people, including 2,385 civil
ians. The growing role of the NADC is 
highlighted by the fact that this year there 
have been 300 vacant engineering and tech
nical positions at the Center, positions 
which the Navy has been filling. 

Obviously, Mr. Chairman, I am deeply 
concerned about the continued vitality of 
one of the most important facilities in my 
district. Beyond that, however, I am con
vinced based on the visits I have made to 
the Center that the NADC is fulfilling its 
vital national security mission for the 
Navy. It is in the best interest of the coun
try that the NADC continue its important 
operations in Warminster. Therefore, I 
urge my colleagues to support the military 
construction bill which includes the au
thorization for this new laboratory. 

Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I rise in sup
port of H.R. 1409, the military construction 
authorizations for fiscal year 1986. This 
legislation authorizes the transfer of the 
Army's Arlington Hall Station to the juris
diction of the U.S. State Department 
through the General Services Administra
tion for location of the Foreign Service In
stitute. 

My constituents, Defense Department of
ficials and the administration agree that 
development of the FSI at Arlington Hall 
would be an asset for the Arlington com
munity. I think it is fair to say that it is 
unusual when a Member of Congress sup
ports the closing of a military installation 
in his or her congressional district. Howev
er, the relocation of Arlington Hall's cur
rent tenant, the Intelligence and Security 
Command to Fort Belvoir, VA, is a positive 
move for the military and for the intelli
gence community. This is also an efficient 
use of Federal property and presents a rare 
opportunity for the people of northern 
Virgnia to be a part of plans to locate the 
facility where the prestigious corps of for
eign service officials and diplomats will be 
trained. 

The necessary first step for this proposed 
transfer is congressional funding of $30 
million for a new headquarters for the In
telligence Command and Control Facility 
at Fort. Belvoir. The Senate has included 

this amount as part of its military con
struction legislation and it is my hope that 
a joint House-Senate conference on this 
bill can resolve this difference in spending 
priorities. 

Mr. GLICKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I rise in 
support of H.R. 1409, the military construc
tion authorization for next fiscal year, but 
more importantly, I rise to commend the 
committee and the bill's manager, Chairman 
DELLUMS, for not being stampeded into slash
ing away at the military construction authori
zation based on a list of possible bases to be 
closed that surfaced in response to a request 
from the other body and which was never 
fully explained. That list became known as a 
hit list inspite of the fact that the Defense 
Department attached disclaimers to it and 
indicated that it was only illustrative. Those 
of us who represent areas of the country 
where those based are located knew all too 
well that a decision this year to halt needed 
work on those bases could tum illustrative 
into fait accompli. I personally am deeply 
indebted to the Armed Services Committee 
for the rational manner in which it put its bill 
together and its insistence on substantiation 
and explanation of that list which, without 
the good work of the committee, could very 
well have taken on a life of its own. 

The House of Representatives has been 
well served by its committee, and I want 
the record to show that I, for one, am most 
appreciative. 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, we 
have no more requests for time, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, just 
very briefly, we are now concluding 
with the general debate on the mili
tary construction bill for fiscal year 
1986. I think my colleagues and I have 
done an adequate job in presenting to 
this body what we have done, how we 
did it and where we are at this particu
lar moment. 

I would just like for a brief moment 
to comment on the last debate that 
took place between and among my col
leagues from New York. Without in 
any way commenting to the merits of 
the case, simply to say that this 
debate only underscores the desire of 
the Chair to bring the military con
struction budget within the umbrella 
of the total authorization bill, because 
these are policy matters that cut 
across the entire length and breadth 
of the military budget. 

The debate to some extent becomes 
relatively distorted, Mr. Chairman, 
when it gets debated at the military 
construction level with these policies 
that were made far before we get to 
this particular level; so my hope is 
that next year when we look at the 
total military budget that my col
leagues can see the implications of 
their policies all the way from the tac
tical and strategic implications all the 
way to their quality of life and com
munity implications. 

So I would simply say that it only 
underscores the need for an indepth 
policy, oriented, rational, and intelli-

gent debate, devoid of rancor, devoid 
of name calling, devoid of posturing at 
a rather superficial level, so that we 
can meaningfully come to grips with 
what is an appropriate military policy 
within the framework of an enlight
ened and intelligent foreign policy. 

With that, Mr, Chairman, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. Pursuant to the 
rule, the committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute now printed in 
the reported bill shall be considered as 
an original bill for the purpose of 
amendment, and each title shall be 
considered as having been read. 

The Clerk will designate section 1. 
The text of section 1 is as follows: 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 

Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, 
SECTION I. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the "Military 
Construction Authorization Act, 1986". 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that my distin
guished colleague, the gentleman from 
Florida [Mr. HUTTO], be permitted to 
off er an amendment out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENTS OFFERED BY MR. HUTTO 

Mr. HUTTO. Mr. Chairman, because 
I have a committee to chair, I appreci
ate very much the willingness of the 
gentleman from California to allow me 
to off er three noncontroversial amend
ments that have been agreed to. Actu
ally, one of these will be presented by 
the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
ROBINSON] since we both have an in
terest in that. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle
man have one amendment he wishes 
to off er at this time? 

Mr. HUTTO. I have two, Mr. Chair
man, and the gentleman from Arkan
sas [Mr. ROBINSON] has one. They are 
tied together. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentle
man ask unanimous consent that all 
three amendments be considered en 
bloc? 

Mr. HUTTO. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that the three 
amendments be considered out of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. And en bloc? 
Mr. HUTTO. And en bloc. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 

to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, re
serving the right to object, would the 
gentleman amend his unanimous con
sent request to state that the amend
ments be considered en bloc, for pur
poses of saving some time? 

Mr. HUTTO. Mr. Chairman, if the 
gentleman will yield, I have no prob
lem with that. 
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Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 

withdraw my reservation of objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair under

stands that the gentleman from Flori
da has two amendments. 

Mr. HUTTO. Two amendments, Mr. 
Chairman, and the gentleman from 
Arkansas CMr. ROBINSON] has one. 

The CHAIRMAN. And the gentle
man from Arkansas CMr. ROBINSON] 
has one; but the gentleman asks unan
imous consent that his two amend
ments be considered en bloc? 

Mr. HUTTO. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that my amend
ments, Nos. 1 and 3, be considered en 
bloc. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will 

report the amendments. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendments offered by Mr. HUTTO: Insert 

the following new section at the end of title 
VIII <page 71, after line 9): 
SEC. 819. TERMINATION DATE FOR CERTAIN AU· 

THORITY. 

Section 808 of the Military Construction 
Authorization Act, 1983, is amended by 
adding the following new subsection at the 
end thereof: 

"Cd> The authority of the Secretary to 
carry out this section shall terminate in Oc
tober 1, 1990." . 

Add the following new section at the end 
of the title VIII (page 71 , after line 9>: 
SEC. 819. TRANSFER OF CERTAIN LAND AT THE 

NAVAL AIR STATION. PENSACOLA, 
FLORIDA. 

Ca> TRANSFER.-The Secretary of the Navy 
shall transfer, without reimbursement, to 
the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs ap
proximately 15.31 acres of real property, in
cluding improvements thereon, at the Naval 
Air Station, Pensacola, Florida. 

Cb> UsE OF LAND.-The real property trans
ferred pursuant to subsection <a> shall 
become part of the Barrancas National 
Cemetery and shall be administered by the 
Administrator of Veterans' Affairs under 
chapter 24 of title 38, United States Code. 

Cc> CoNDITION.-If the real property trans
ferred pursuant to subsection <a> is not used 
for the purpose described in subsection Cb>, 
the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs shall 
transfer such property, without reimburse
ment, to the Secretary of the Navy. 

(d) DESCRIPTION OF LAND,-The exact acre
age and location of the land and improve
ments described in subsection Ca> shall be 
determined in a survey approved by the Sec
retary. 

Mr. HUTTO <during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that the amendments be consid
ered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Florida? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HUTTO. Mr. Chairman, just 

briefly. on the first amendment, this 
merely adds a sunset date of Sep
tember 30, 1990, to the authority 
granted to the Secretary of the Air 

Force by section 808, Land Convey
ances, Eglin Air Force Base, FL. 

The second amendment relates to a 
parcel of land that would be shifted 
from the Navy to the Veterans' Ad
ministration for extension to the Bar
rancas National Cemetery. They were 
to build a brig on that, but we pre
vailed upon them to allow the ceme
tery to be extended so that we could 
carry through. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HUTTO. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my colleague for yielding and 
for his explanation. 

The Chairman would like to indicate 
that these two amendments were of
fered after the subcommittee met and 
the full committee met, but we have 
subsequently come together as a com
mittee, we have reviewed the two 
amendments offered by my distin
guished colleague, the gentleman from 
Florida, and the committee is in sup
port of the amendments on this side of 
the aisle and accepts the two amend
ments offered en bloc by the gentle
man from Florida. 

Mr. HUTTO. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman. 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr HUTTO. I yield to the ranking 
minority member. 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, we 
have had an opportunity to consider 
the amendments on this side and we 
have no objection. 

Mr. HUTTO. Mr. Chairman, I thank 
the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendments offered by the gen
tleman from Florida CMr. HUTTO]. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent that the gentle
man from Arkansas CMr. ROBINSON] 
be permitted the opportunity to off er 
an amendment out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ROBINSON 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. ROBINSON: 

Add the following new section to the end of 
title VIII <page 71, after line 9>: 
SEC. 819. AVIGATION RIGHTS ON SANTA ROSA 

ISLAND. FLORIDA. 
The Act entitled " An Act to authorize the 

Secretary of the Army to sell and convey to 
Okaloosa County, State of Florida, all right, 
title, and interest in the United States in 
and to a portion of Santa Rosa Island, Flori
da, and for other purposes". approved July 
2. 1948 <62 Stat. 1229>. is amended by adding 
at the end thereof the following new sec
tion: 

"SEc. 5. The prohibition contained in sub
division d. of the first section against the 

erection of any structure or obstacle on the 
land conveyed under this Act in excess of 
seventy-free feet above mean low-water 
level shall be deemed to be a prohibition 
against the erection of a structure or obsta
cle in excess of two hundred feet above 
mean low-water level in the case of that por
tion of such land on Santa Rosa Island 
which is east of the Destin East Pass and 
known as Holiday Isle. ". 

Mr. ROBINSON <during the read
ing). Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendment be con
sidered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. Chairman, I 

will simply say in order to save time 
and get right to the bottom line, this 
amendment simply amends the aviga
tion rights on Santa Rosa Island, FL. 
There was a prohibition in the law 
that restricted building buildings 
higher than 75 feet. This allows that 
law to be amended to allow buildings 
in excess of 200 feet. 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to my distin
guished colleague, the gentleman from 
Florida CMr. HUTTO] if he has any 
comment about this. 

Mr. HUTTO. Mr. Chairman, I appre
ciate the gentleman yielding. 

This merely agrees with the Air 
Force that buildings in this area can 
be extended upward of 200 feet, in
stead of the original 75 feet, which 
was out of date. 

It is my understanding that no one 
objects to it. It has all been worked 
out. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBINSON. I yield to the dis
tinguished Chairman. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, this is an 
amendment that was fashioned after 
the subcommittee and the full com
mitte had worked its will on the fiscal 
year 1986 authorization bill. The sub
committee subsequently met, reviewed 
all these amendments, including the 
one before the body at this time, and 
the subcommittee agrees to accept the 
gentleman's amendment, without ob
jection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Arkansas CMr. ROBINSON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 

also ask unanimous consent that my 
distinguished colleague, the gentleman 
from Texas CMr. BROOKS) be permit
ted the opportunity to off er an 
amendment out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
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AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROOKS 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BROOKS: Page 

67, beginning on line 13, strike out section 
816 and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
SEC. 816. AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER CERTAIN 

EXCESS PROPERTY WITHOUT REIM
BURSEMENT. 

(a) TRANSFERS UNDER EXCESS PROPERTY 
PROVISIONS AUTHORIZED.-In accordance 
with the provisions of section 202 of the 
Federal Property and Administrative Serv
ices Act of 1949 <40 U.S.C. 483> governing 
transfers of excess property-

< 1 > the Administrator of General Services 
is authorized to transfer the real property 
described in subsection Cb) of this section 
without reimbursement, if such property is 
transferred to the Secretary of the Army; 
and 

< 2 > the Administrator of General Services 
is authorized to transfer the real property 
described in subsection <c> of this section 
without reimbursement, if such property is 
transferred to the Secretary of State. 

(b) REAL PROPERTY LoCATED AT FORT 
McNAIR.-For purposes of subsection <a><l>. 
the property described in this subsection is 
a tract of land of approximately 10.5 acres, 
together with improvements thereon, adja
cent to Fort McNair in the District of Co
lumbia. 

(C) REAL PROPERTY LocATED AT ARLINGTON 
HALL STATION.-For purposes of subsection 
<a><2>. the property decribed in this subsec
tion is a tract of land of approximately 72 
acres, together with improvements thereon, 
known as Arlington Hall Station in Arling
ton County, Virginia. 

Mr. BROOKS <during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that the amendment be consid
ered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, the 

amendment I am offering today deals 
with two proposed transfers of proper
ty that are included as section 816 of 
H.R. 1409. As reported by the Commit
tee on Armed Services, section 816Ca) 
provideds for the Administrator of 
General Services to transfer, without 
reimbursement, to the Secretary of 
the Army, an 18.5-acre tract of land 
adjacent to Fort McNair in the Dis
trict of Columbia. This land was de
clared excess by the Army in 1982 and 
control passed to GSA. Although 
around 8 acres of property are the 
subject of a legally binding sale agree
ment and are not available for disposi
tion, some 10 acres remain as excess 
property and would be available to be 
returned to the Army for its needs. 

Section 816Cb) of the bill as reported 
provides for the Secretary of the 
Army to transfer approximately 72 
acres of the Arlington Hall station 
property in Arlington County, VA, to 
the Secretary of State to be used as a 
center for training in foreign affairs 
and for other purposes. This transfer 

likewise would be without reimburse
ment. 

Mr. Chairman, let me say at the 
outset that I am sympathetic to the 
underlying purposes of these trans
fers. In the case of Fort McNair, it 
makes sense that this property should 
be returned to fill the needs of the 
agency that held it until just 3 years 
ago. And, in the case of the Arlington 
Hall station property, I appreciate the 
desirability of relocating the State De
partment's Foreign Service Institute 
to a permanent location, and the Ar
lington Hall station would be extreme
ly suitable for this purpose. In addi
tion, relocating FSI out of leased space 
and into a Government-owned facility 
would be a sensible and cost-effective 
step. 

At the same time, I am deeply con
cerned that the integrity of the Feder
al Property and Administrative Serv
ices Act, which sets out a government
wide system for the utilization of fed
erally owned property, be maintained. 
In order to achieve the goals of the 
original provisions of the bill in a 
manner which is consistent with cur
rent law and regulations, I am offering 
this amendment today. It provides au
thorization for the Administrator of 
General Services to transfer the Fort 
McNair property, without reimburse
ment, if such property is transferred 
to the Secretary of the Army, and for 
the nonreimbursable transfer of the 
Arlington Hall station property by the 
Administrator, if such property is 
transferred to the Secretary of State. 

The current Federal property man
agement regulations provide that, in 
cases where the Congress specifically 
authorizes a nonreimbursable transfer, 
the interagency transfer of excess 
property shall be without reimburse
ment. The amendment I am offering 
today constitutes such a specific con
gressional authorization. 

I urge support for this amendment. 
I yield to the gentleman from Cali

fornia [Mr. DELLUMS]. 

0 1455 
Mr. DELLUMS. I thank the gentle

man for yielding. 
Mr. Chairman, I would simply like to 

point out to the body that this amend
ment is technical in nature and is of
fered to bring section 816 into con
formance with the Federal Property 
and Administrative Services Act. It is 
offered to satisfy jurisdictional con
cerns of the Committee on Govern
ment Operations. 

The amendment changes no sub
stantive provision and the committee 
is prepared to accept the gentleman's 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Texas CMr. BRooKsl. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask 

unanimous consent that the gentle-

man from Arizona CMr. UDALL] also be 
provided with the opportunity to off er 
an amendment out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. UDALL 

Mr. UDALL. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. UDALL: Page 

71, after line 9, insert the following: 
SEC. 819. LAND CONVEYANCE. DAVIS-MONTHAN AIR 

FORCE BASE. TUCSON, ARIZONA. 
(a) AUTHORITY TO CONVEY.-Subject to 

subsection (b), the Secretary of the Air 
Force <hereinafter in this section referred 
to as the "Secretary") is authorized to 
convey to the city of Tucson, Arizona <here
inafter in this section referred to as the 
"city") all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to approximately 61 
acres of real property adjacent to Golf 
Links/Craycroft Intersection, Davis
Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, Arizona. 

(b) CONSIDERATION.-( 1) In consideration 
for the conveyance, the city shall extend 
the existing lease with the Air Force cover· 
ing 4,348.81 acres of real property owned by 
the city at Davis-Monthan Air Force Base 
for an additional fifty years commencing in 
2002 at the existing rental rate of $773 per 
year. 

<2> The total value of the consideration re
ceived by the United States shall be at least 
equal to the fair market value of the real 
property conveyed under subsection <a>. as 
determined by the Secretary. 

(C) LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF LAND.-The 
exact acreage and legal descriptions of the 
real property to be conveyed under this sec
tion shall be determined by surveys that are 
satisfactory to the Secretary. The cost of 
such surveys shall be borne by the city. 

<d> CoNDITION.-<1) The conveyance to the 
city under this section shall be subject to 
the condition that the real property to be 
conveyed shall be used for public park pur
poses or other purposes agreed upon by the 
Secretary and the city which are consistent 
with the primary mission of Davis-Monthan 
Air Force Base. 

<2> If the real property is used for any 
purpose other than a purpose described in 
paragraph < 1 >. title to the real property 
shall revert to the United States. 

(e) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.
The Secretary may require such additional 
terms and conditions with respect to the 
conveyance made under this section as the 
Secretary considers appropriate to protect 
the interests of the United States. 

Mr. UDALL <during the reading>. 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that the amendment be consid
ered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Arizona? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. UDALL. Mr. Chairman, this 

amendment would convey 61 acres of 
land at Davis-Monthan Air Force Base 
to the city of Tucson for use as a 
public park and refuse transfer sta
tion. In exchange the city of Tucson 
would extend a 50-year lease to the Air 
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Force for 4,348 acres on the Poorman 
Gunnery Range. 

The land to be conveyed to the city 
of Tucson was recently severed from 
the main portion of Davis-Monthan 
Air Force Base by extension of a 
major public thoroughfare across the 
northern boundary of the base. This 
land is no longer needed by the Air 
Force for base operations and the uses 
of the land by the city of Tucson are 
consistent with the overall objectives 
and mission of the base. 

In fact, the park facilities and refuse 
transfer station would serve base per
sonnel and the Air Force has fully en
dorsed this land conveyance. 

The extension of an additional 50-
year lease on the Poorman Gunnery 
Range is essential to the continued op
erations at Davis-Monthan Air Force 
Base. The city of Tucson would lease 
the land to the U.S. Government for 
$773 a year. The value of the lease far 
exceeds the fair market value of the 
land to be conveyed to the city of 
Tucson. 

This is an amendment which is in 
the best interests of the U.S. Govern
ment and the city of Tucson. I hope 
my colleagues will support this amend
ment. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BROOKS AS A SUB

STITUTE FOR THE AMENDMENT OFFERED BY 
MR. UDALL 
Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I 

off er an amendment as a substitute 
for the amendment, and I ask unani
mous consent that my amendment be 
considered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Texas? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the amendment is as fol

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BROOKS as a 

substitute for the amendment offered by 
Mr. UDALL: In lieu of the matter proposed to 
be inserted by the amendment of the gentle
man from Arizona insert the following: 
SEC. 819. LAND CONVEYANCE. DAVIS·MONTHAN AIR 

FORCE BASE, TUCSON, ARIZONA. 

<a> CONGRESSIONAL FINDINGS.-The Con
gress finds that-

< 1 > the highest and best use of the lands 
described or identified in subsection Cb> is 
public park and recreational use or public 
health use; 

<2> the city of Tucson, Arizona, has indi
cated a willingness to extend the existing 
lease to the United States Air Force of the 
lands described in subsection <c> for an addi
tional fifty years commencing in 2002 at the 
existing rental rate of $773 per year: 

<3> therefore, the Administrator of Gener
al Services should-

< A> assign to the Secretary of the Interior 
lands described in subsection CbHl> for use 
as a park or recreational area: and 

CB> assign to the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services lands identified pursuant 
to subsection Cb><2> for public health use; 

<4> the Secretary of the Interior or the 
Secretaries of the Interior and Health and 
Human Services, as the case may be, should 
simultaneously with the acceptance of the 

extension of the lease for the lands de
scribed in subsection <c>. convey to the city 
of Tuscon, Arizona-

< A> the property described in subsection 
<b>< l> for use as a park or recreational area 
through a public benefit discount convey
ance under section 203<k><2> of the Federal 
Property and Administrative Services Act of 
1949 <40 U.S.C. 484Ck)(2)), and 

<B> such land as is identified in subsection 
<bH2> for public health use through a public 
benefit discount conveyance under section 
203<k><l><B> of such Act <40 U.S.C. 
484Ck)( l><B)). 

(b) DESCRIPTION OF LAND SUITABLE FOR 
PARK OR RECREATIONAL USE AND FOR PuBLIC 
HEALTH UsE.-<1> The property described in 
this paragraph is 61 acres of real property 
adjacent to Golf Links/Craycroft Intersec
tion, Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, 
Tucson, Arizona. 

<2> The property identified in this para
graph is such portion <not exceeding eight 
acres) of the land described in paragraph < 1) 
as the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services, with the concurrence of the Secre
taries of the Interior and Defense, deter
mines to be suitable for conveyance for 
public health use. 

(C) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY SUBJECT TO 
LEASE. -The property described in this sub
section is 4,348.81 acres of real property 
owned by the city of Tucson, Arizona, at 
Davis-Monthan Air Force Base. 

(d) SURVEYS OF PROPERTY.-The exact 
acreage and legal descriptions of the real 
property to be conveyed under this section 
shall be determined by surveys that are sat
isfactory to the Secretary of the Interior, or 
the Secretaries of the Interior and Health 
and Human Services, as the case may be. 
The cost of such surveys shall be borne by 
the city of Tucson, Arizona. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, the 
amendment that I am offering regard
ing the conveyance of land at Davis
Monthan Air Force Base in Tucson, 
AZ, would allow this trans! er to go for
ward in a manner consistent with the 
Federal Property and Administrative 
Services Act's provisions on public 
benefit discount conveyance of excess 
Federal property. The amendment 
would establish a congressional find
ing that the highest and best use of 
specified property at Davis-Monthan is 
for park and recreation use or public 
health use, and that the city of 
Tucson has indicated a willingness to 
extend an existing lease of 4,348.81 
acres of property to the Air Force for 
an additional 50 years at $773 per 
year. The amendment states that the 
Administrator of General Services 
therefore should assign the property 
to the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services for park and public health 
uses, respectively, and that the Secre
taries, simultaneously with the accept
ance of the lease extension from the 
city, should convey the property to 
the city through a public benefit dis
count conveyance under the Federal 
Property Act. 

Mr. Chairman, this conveyance ap
pears to serve both the interests of the 
Federal Government and the city of 
Tucson. My amendment would allow 
the transaction to take place in con-

formity with the Federal Property 
Act. I urge its acceptance. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman from Arizona CMr. UDALL] 
is exactly correct that we have re
viewed this amendment. The people in 
Arizona and the military have come 
together, and there is no objection to 
the amendment. This side has no ob
jection to the amendment. 

The full subcommittee has reviewed 
the amendment and the Chair knows 
of no objection, and we certainly 
would be willing to accept the gentle
man's amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Texas CMr. BROOKS] as a 
substitute for the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Arizona CMr. 
UDALL]. 

The amendment offered as a substi
tute for the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Arizona CMr. UDALL], as 
amended. 

The amendment, as amended, was 
agreed to. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, we 
are now going back to regular order, 
title I. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will 
designate title I. 

The text of title I is as follows: 
TITLE I-ARMY 

SEC. IOI. AUTHORIZED ARMY CONSTRUCTION A.ND 
LA.ND ACQUISITION PROJECTS. 

fa) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-The Secre
tary of the Army may acquire real property 
and may carry out military construction 
projects in the amounts shown for each of 
the following installations and locations 
inside the United States: 

UNITED STATES ARMY FORCES COMMAND 
Fort Bragg, North Carolina, $57,580,000. 
Fort Campbell, Kentucky, $32,530,000. 
Fort Carson, Colorado, $55,450,000. 
Fort Devens, Massachusetts, $610,000. 
Fort Drum, New York, $2,990,000. 
Fort Greely, Alaska, $2,500,000. 
Fort Hood, Texas, $80,000,000. 
Fort Hunter-Liggett, California, 

$11,100,000. 
Fort Indiantown Gap, Pennsylvania, 

$5,300,000. 
Fort Irwin, California, $30,050,000. 
Fort Lewis, Washington, $110,880,000. 
Fort McCoy, Wisconsin, $940,000. 
Fort Meade, Maryland, $18,930,000. 
Fort Ord, California, $25,820,000. 
Fort Polk, Louisiana, $27,230,000. 
Fort Richardson, Alaska, $3,600,000. 
Fort Riley, Kansas, $49,290,000. 
Fort Sam Houston, Texas, $1,440,000. 
Fort Sheridan, nlinois, $3,500,000. 
Fort Stewart, Georgia, $29,600,000. 
Fort Wainwright, Alaska, $14,000,000. 
Presidio of Monterey, California, 

$2,650,000. 
Yakima Firing Center, Washington, 

$16,430,000. 
UNITED STATES ARMY WESTERN COMMAND 

Fort ShaJter, Hawaii, $6,300,000. 
Pohakuloa Training Area, Hawaii, 

$2,150,000. 
Schofield Barracks, Hawaii, $32,460,000. 
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UNITED STATES ARMY TRAINING AND DOCTRINE 

COMMAND 
Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia, $6,450,000. 
Fort Belvoir, Virginia, $7,100,000. 
Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indiana, 

$5,300,000. 
Fort Benning, Georgia, $39,650,000. 
Fort Bliss, Texas, $31, 760,000. 
Fort Dix, New Jersey, $6,100,000. 
Fort Gordon, Georgia, $46,040,000. 
Fort Knox, Kentucky, $20, 770,000. 
Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, $6,900,000. 
Fort Lee, Virginia, $15,471,000. 
Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri, $12,350,000. 
Fort McClellan, Alabama, $39,350,000. 
Fort Pickett, Virginia, $420,000. 
Fort Rucker, Alabama, $9,695,000. 
Fort Sill, Oklahoma, $52,000,000. 
Fort StOTY, Virginia, $1,950,000. 

MILITARY DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON 
Fort Myer, Virginia, $8,300,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY MATERIEL COMMAND 
Aberdeen Proving Ground, MaTYland, 

$4,670,000. 
Anniston Army Depot, Alabama, 

$8,960,000. 
Army Materiel and Mechanics Research 

Center, Massachusetts, $770,000. 
Corpus Christi Army Depot, Texas, 

$4,400,000. 
Detroit Arsenal, Michigan, $320,000. 
Dugway Proving Ground, Utah, 

$8,650,000. 
Fort Wingate, New Mexico, $490,000. 
Lake City Army Ammunition Plant, Mis

souri, $19,000,000. 
McAlester Army Ammunition Plant, Okla

homa, $2,300,000. 
Navajo Depot Activity, Arizona, $240,000. 
New Cumberland Army Depot, Pennsylva-

nia, $88,000,000. 
Picatinny Arsenal, New Jersey, $1,000,000. 
Pine Bluff Arsenal, Arkansas, $19,000,000. 
Pueblo Depot Activity, Colorado, $200,000. 
Red River Army Depot, Texas, $820,000. 
Redstone Arsenal, Alabama, $25, 750,000. 
Rock Island Arsenal, fllinois, $29,000,000. 
Sacramento Army Depot, California, 

$6,450,000. 
Savanna Army Depot, fllinois, $510,000. 
Seneca Army Depot, New York, $1,410,000. 
Sierra Army Depot, California, $2,600,000. 
Tooele Army Depot, Utah, $11,490,000. 
Umatilla Depot Activity, Oregon, $260,000. 
Yuma Proving Ground, Arizona, $240,000. 

AMMUNITION FACILITIES 
Holston Army Ammunition Plant, Tennes

see, $320,000. 
Indiana Army Ammunition Plant, Indi

ana, $210,000. 
Iowa Army Ammunition Plant, Iowa, 

$810,000. 
Kansas Army Ammunition Plant, Kansas, 

$570,000. 
Lake City Army Ammunition Plant, Mis

souri, $930,000. 
Louisiana Army Ammunition Plant, Lou

isiana, $640,000. 
Radford Army Ammunition Plant, Virgin-

ia, $2,910,000. 
UNITED STATES ARMY INFORMATION SYSTEMS 

COMMAND 
Fort Huachuca, Arizona, $2,050,000. 

UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY 
United States MilitaTY Academy, New 

York, $23, 700,000. 
UNITED STATES ARMY HEALTH SERVICES 

COMMAND 
Fort Detrick, MaTYland, $7,600,000. 
Tripler Army Medical Center, Hawaii, 

$970,000. 
Walter Reed Army Medical Center, Wash

ington, District of Columbia, $1,150,000. 

MIL/TAR Y TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT COMMAND 
Bayonne MilitaTY Ocean Terminal, New 

Jersey, $3,200,000. 
Oakland Army Base, California, $330,000. 
Sunny Point MilitaTY Ocean Terminal, 

North Carolina, $1,200,000. 
UNITED STA TES ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

Humphreys Engineer Center, Supt. Activi
ty, Virginia, $11,000,000. 

ASSISTANT CHIEF OF ENGINEERS 
Various, United States, $3,000,000. 
fb) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-The Secre

taTY of the Army may acquire real property 
and may caTTY out militaTY construction 
projects in the amounts shown for each of 
the following installations and locations 
outside the United States: 

UNITED STA TES ARMY, JAPAN 
Japan, $1,050,000. 

EIGHTH UNITED STATES ARMY 
Camp Carroll, Korea, $25,380,000. 
Camp Casey, Korea, $12,920,000. 
Camp Castle, Korea, $1,100,000. 
Camp Colbern, Korea, $550,000. 
Camp Edwards, Korea, $1,090,000. 
Camp GaTY Owen, Korea, $580,000. 
Camp Giant, Korea, $1,050,000. 
Camp Greaves, Korea, $420,000. 
Camp Hovey, Korea, $8,300,000. 
Camp Howze, Korea, $1,980,000. 
Camp Humphreys, Korea, $9, 750,000. 
Camp Kittyhawk, Korea, $1,600,000. 
Camp Kyle, Korea, $3,580,000. 
Camp Liberty Bell, Korea, $800,000. 
Camp Market, Korea, $710,000. 
Camp Page, Korea, $32,650,000. 
Camp Pelham, Korea, $2,400,000. 
Camp Red Cloud, Korea, $1, 730,000. 
Camp Stanley, Korea, $5,500,000. 
K-16 Army Airfield, Korea, $2,350,000. 
Location 177, Korea, $2,290,000. 
Yongin, Korea, $2,550,000. 
Yongson, Korea, $9,800,000. 

BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE SYSTEMS COMMAND 
Kwajalein, $14,600,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY FORCES COMMAND 
OVERSEAS 

Panama, $5,480,000. 
UNITED STATES ARMY, EUROPE AND SEVENTH 

ARMY 
Amberg, Germany, $850,000. 
Ansbach, Germany, $14,390,000. 
Bad Kreuznach, Germany, $1,100,000. 
Bad Toelz, Germany, $1,850,000. 
Bamberg, Germany, $6,490,000. 
Baumholder, Germany, $900,000. 
Darmstadt, Germany, $29,200,000. 
Frankfurt, Germany, $18,680,000. 
Friedberg, Germany, $9,150,000. 
Fulda, Germany, $7,200,000. 
Giessen, Germany, $1, 700,000. 
Goeppingen, Germany, $10,250,000. 
GraJenwoehr, Germany, $2,450,000. 
Haingruen, Germany, $680,000. 
Hanau, Germany, $48,140,000. 
Heidelberg, Germany, $8,800,000. 
Heilbronn, Germany, $2,200,000. 
Hohenfels, Germany, $6,300,000. 
Kaiserslautern, Germany, $3,450,000. 
Karlsruhe, Germany, $4,020,000. 
Mainz, Germany, $820,000. 
Neu Ulm, Germany, $1,000,000. 
Nuremberg, Germany, $9,360,000. 
Pirmasens, Germany, $14,000,000. 
Schoeninger, Germany, $700,000. 
Schweinfurt, Germany, $17,840,000. 
Stuttgart, Germany, $4,500,000. 
Vilseck, Germany, $10,290,000. 
Wiesbaden, Germany, $2,900,000. 
Wild.Jlecken, Germany, $20,000,000. 
Wuerzburg, Germany, $48,070,000. 
Various Locations, Greece, $1,440,000. 
Various Locations, Italy, $1,850,000. 

Various Locations, Turkey, $7,440,000. 
SEC /OZ. FAMILY HOl'.W."iG. 

The Secretary of the Army may construct 
or acquire family housing units fincluding 
acquisition of land) at the following instal· 
lations in the number of units shown, and 
in the amount shown, for each installation: 

Fort Ord, California, six hundred units 
and seventy manufactured home spaces, 
$50,640,000. 

Fort Carson, Colorado, fifty manufactured 
home spaces, $712,000. 

Fort Stewart, Georgia, twenty manufac
tured home spaces, $253,000. 

Bamberg, Germany, one hundred and six 
units, $7,209,000. 

GraJenwoehr, Germany, one hundred and 
thirty-eight units, $6,120,000. 

Vilsek, Germany, three hundred and sev
enty units, $26,830,000. 

Fort Riley, Kansas, fifty manufactured 
home spaces, $700,000. 

Fort Campbell, Kentucky, fifty manufac
tured home spaces, $689,000. 

Army Materials and Mechanics Research 
Center, Massachusetts, one unit, $154,000. 

Fort Devens, Massachusetts, twenty manu
factured home spaces, $317,000. 

Fort Drum, New York, eight hundred 
units, $67,500,000. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina, two units by 
reconfiguration and fifty manufactured 
home spaces, $637,000. 

Dugway Proving Ground, Utah, one hun
dred and four units and twenty-four manu
factured home spaces, $8,674,000. 

Fort Myer, Virginia, six units, $596,000. 
SEC. /OJ. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FA .fl/LY 

HOUSING UNITS. 

(a) AMOUNT AUTHORIZED.-Subject to sec
tion 2825 of title 10, United States Code, the 
SecretaTY of the Army may make expendi
tures to improve existing militaTY family 
housing units in an amount not to exceed 
$167,521,000, of which $10,950,000 is avail
able only for energy conservation projects. 

fb) WAIVER OF MAXIMUM PER UNIT COST FOR 
CERTAIN IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS.-Notwith
standing the maximum amount per unit for 
an improvement project under section 
2825fb) of title 10, United States Code, the 
SecretaTY of the Army may ca TTY out 
projects to improve existing military family 
housing units at the following installations 
in the number of units shown, and in the 
amount shown, for each installation: 

Walter Reed Army Medical Center, Wash
ington, District of Columbia, one unit, 
$99,000. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina, one hundred 
and sixty-four units, $4, 712,000. 

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland, 
eighty-one units, $2, 762,000. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DICKINSON 

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DICKINSON: 

Page 3, line 26, strike out "$9,695,000" and 
insert in lieu thereof "$11,950,000". 

Mr. DICKINSON. Mr. Chairman, 
this is an amendment which adds a 
little less than $21/2 million for the 
purpose of building an Army aviation 
museum to house the historic arti
facts, memorabilia, and so forth, of 
the Army Air Corps, which as every
one knows was the predecessor of the 
Air Force. 

We have $75 million worth of air
craft. 
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Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. DICKINSON. I would be very 

pleased to yield to my chairman, the 
gentleman from California. 

Mr. DELLUMS. I thank the gentle
man for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, this is an amendment 
that arrived before the subcommittee 
after we had met our time constraints 
with respect to markup, but the sub
committee has subsequently met. 

All of the members reviewed the 
amendment offered by my distin
guished colleague, the gentleman from 
Alabama, and there is no objection to 
the amendment on this side and, as far 
as the Chair knows, no objection to 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Alabama [Mr. DICKINSON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENTS OFFERED BY MR. DELLUMS 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er three amendments to title I, and 
I ask unanimous consent that the 
three amendments be considered en 
bloc. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendments offered by Mr. DELLUMs: 

Page 8, strike out line 19. 
Page 8, line 21, strike out "$9,360,000" and 

insert in lieu thereof "$8,500,000". 
Page 9, after line 4, insert the following: 

Various Locations, Germany, $101,000,000. 
Page 9, line 21, strike out "Grafenwoehr, 

Germany, one hundred and thirty-eight 
units" and insert in lieu thereof "Various lo
cations, ninety-eight units". 

Mr. DELLUMS <during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that the amendments be consid
ered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I ap

preciate the acceptance of the unani
mous-consent request. 

Mr. Chairman, we have three 
amendments that we have offered en 
bloc. The first amendment is a techni
cal amendment that simply corrects 
clerical and printing errors in the bill, 
and it changes no substantive provi
sion in the bill. 

The second amendment, Mr. Chair
man, would provide authorization of 
$101 million for Army to construct a 
number of facilities necessary from 
their perspective to increase the secu
rity and safety of our Pershing missile 
deployment in various locations in 
Germany. 

Mr. Chairman, the Pentagon, the 
Army, approached the subcommittee 
after the markup on a matter that 
they considered of grave significance, 

and that is the question of security 
and safety. We indicated that the 
process was over for such a relatively 
substantial amount of money in a seri
ous area. We asked them why they 
had not come before the committee at 
the appropriate time. They said that 
the issue just manifested itself, and 
they were not able to get to us during 
the markup process. 

They also indicated that because of 
the strength of the dollar and the sav
ings that they have been able to real
ize as a result of the strong dollar in 
Europe that they can fund these 
safety and security facilities without 
any additional moneys being allocated. 
Therefore, this authority is to the 
tune of $101 million but it adds no ad
ditional money to the bill. It can be 
funded out of savings from prior 
funded programs. 

There is no question that the prob
lem exists. In fact, our distinguished 
colleague from Virginia [Mr. SISISKY] 
was able to make an onsite visit to 
some of these facilities and under
scored to my colleagues on the sub
committee that these problems of se
curity and safety, do, in fact, exist. 
The subcommittee reviewed this re
quest and agreed to accept it without 
objection. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the 
committee, the third part of the three 
amendments offered en bloc deals 
with the Divad appropriation. The 
third amendment would reduce the 
Army's minor construction request 
from $1.68 million by deleting two am
munition storage projects in Germany. 
These two projects are no longer re
quired. They were intended for the so
called Sergeant York air defense gun, 
commonly known as Divad, which the 
Department of Defense has subse
quently canceled. 

The ref ore, this amendment brings 
this bill into conformity with the deci
sion made by the Office of the Secre
tary of Defense to cancel the weapon 
system and there is no need for this 
accompanying construction. 

Mr. Chairman, with that explana
tion of a technical amendment, an 
amendment dealing with security on 
the deployment issue; and third, an 
amendment that would delete a cer
tain amount of money from the bill to 
make it conform with the decision of 
the Department of Defense with re
spect to the Divad is what I present, 
and I hope that my colleagues will 
support the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendments offered by the gen
tleman from California [Mr. DEL
LUMSJ. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

0 1505 
Mr. WOLF. Mr. Chairman, I move to 

strike the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, it is my understand

ing that the Army will vacate Arling-

ton Hall in the summer of 1988 and 
that the State Department must 
adhere to a very tight timetable to ac
complish site planning, architectural 
design, and contract negotiations nec
essary to begin construction of the 
Foreign Service Institute as soon as 
the Army unit departs. 

The existing language guarantees 
the site for the State Department, 
thereby allowing expenditure of sub
stantial funds to implement the time
table. But the proposed amendment 
appears to be specific only as to the 
conditions of the trans! er if the trans
fer is made to the State Department. 

Would the proposed amendment 
that the gentleman offered allow this 
transfer to take place in an orderly 
manner? 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOLF. I will be glad to yield to 
the gentleman from Florida. 

Mr. MICA. Mr. Chairman, that is my 
question as well. As the gentleman 
knows, we passed an authorization and 
we would like to see this transfer take 
place in a time period that would be 
coordinated with the authorization, 
and that there be no unnecessary 
slowdown. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WOLF. I yield to the gentleman 
from Texas. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Chairman, I 
want to assure both gentleman, the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. WOLF] 
and the gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
MICA] that it is not my intent to slow 
down this transfer. My amendment 
just authorized the nonreimbursable 
trans! er to the Secretary of State con
sistent with the Federal Property Act. 
And given the Secretary of State's 
high-priority interest in the establish
ment of a training facility for the FSI, 
it should provide as much assistance 
as does the existing language that the 
State Department will receive this 
property. And anything I can do to ex
pedite that, I will be glad and happy 
to do. 

Mr. MICA. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. WOLF. I thank the gentleman 

and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ROSE 
Mr. ROSE. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as fallows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. RosE: Page 2, 

line 10, strike out "$57,580,000" and insert 
in lieu thereof "$68,390,000". 

Mr. ROSE. Mr. Chairman, the pur
pose of this amendment is to take ad
vantage of an unusual opportunity 
which will greatly benefit the oper
ations and training capability of the 
Fort Bragg military reservation. 

Fort Bragg has recently completed a 
land-use requirements study which 
has shown a requirement for addition-
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al land to train our increasingly 
mobile Army units to attack and 
def end on wider battlefronts than 
they did in World War II. The mod
ernized weapon systems of the Army 
move faster and have longer ranges 
and thus require more training space. 
Increased reliance on our National 
Guard and Reserve Forces requires ad
ditional training which causes compe
tition for the existing heavily used 
training areas. 

We have recently learned the Inter
national Paper Co., is reducing its 
timber-harvesting operations and 
12,760 acres of timberland will be 
available for sale. This land is immedi
ately adjacent to the overcrowded, 
overused training area at Fort Bragg 
and shares 7 .8 miles of the reserva
tion's Little River boundary. 

The opportunity to purchase a 
single, large parcel of land for the nec
essary expansion of one of our mili
tary installations is rare indeed. The 
price proposed in this amendment is a 
fair market value for the land. It be
hooves us to act quickly rather than 
wait 1 year for a routine project re
quest and run the risk of having the 
land lost by sale to private developers. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROSE. I yield to the gentleman 
from California. 

Mr. DELLUMS. I thank the gentle
man for yielding. 

Simply in the interest of time, Mr. 
Chairman, I would like to point out 
that the gentleman offered this 
amendment again after the committee 
met. The subcommittee subsequently 
met, reviewed all of the amendments, 
including the amendment offered by 
the distinguished gentleman from 
North Carolina, Mr. RosE, and we 
have no objection to the amendment 
and urge that it be approved. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from North Carolina CMr. RosE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. Are there further 

amendments to title I? 
If not, the Clerk will designate title 

II. 
The text of title II is as follows: 

TITLE II-NA VY 
SEC. 201. AlJTHOR/ZED NAVY CONSTRlJCTION AND 

LAND ACQll/SITION PROJECTS. 
(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-The Secre

tary of the Navy may acquire real property 
and may carry out military construction 
projects in the amounts shown for each of 
the following installations and locations 
inside the United States: 

UNITED STA TES MARINE CORPS 
Marine Corps Logistics Base, Barstow, 

California, $530,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Beaufort, South 

Carolina, $6,905,000. 
Marine Corps Mountain Warfare Training 

Center, Bridgeport, California, $1,470,000. 
Marine Corps Camp Detachment, Camp 

Elmore, Norfolk, Virginia, $3,99~.ooo. 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Le1eune, North 

Carolina, $24,140,000. 

Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, Cali
fornia, $25,175,000. 

Marine Corps Air Facility, Camp Pendle
ton, California, $14,310,000. 

Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, 
North Carolina, $36,450,000. 

Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, Cali· 
fornia, $30,375,000. 

Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, 
Hawaii, $17,420,000. 

Marine Corps Air Station, New River, 
North Carolina, $10, 780,000. 

Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris 
Island, South Carolina, $3,610,000. 

Marine Corps Air Station, Tustin, Califor
nia, $17,970,000. 

Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, 
Twentynine Palms, California, $22,670,000. 

Marine Corps Development and Educa-
tion Command, Quantico, Virginia, 
$7,060,000. 

Marine Corps Air Station, Yuma, Arizona, 
$14, 700,000. 

CHIEF OF NA VAL RESEA.RCH 
Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, 

District of Columbia, $28,900,000. 
OFFICE OF THE COMPTROLLER OF THE NA VY 

Navy Finance Center, Cleveland, Ohio, 
$2,940,000. 

CHIEF OF NA VAL OPERATIONS 
Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland, 

$1,880,000. 
Naval Space Command, Dahlgren, Virgin

ia, $4, 700,000. 
Navy Regional Data Automation Center, 

Jacksonville, Florida, $10,300,000. 
Naval Space Surveillance Field Station, 

Lewisville, Arkansas, $675,000. 
Navy Tactical Interoperability Support 

Activity, Mayport, Florida, $470,000. 
Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, 

California, $13, 000, 000. 
Navy Tactical Interoperability Support 

Activity, North Island, California, $585,000. 
Navy Regional Data Automation Center, 

Norfolk, Virginia, $10,880,000. 
Intelligence Center, Pacific, Pearl Harbor, 

Hawaii, $2,900,000. 
Naval Space Surveillance Field Station, 

San Diego, California, $600,000. 
Commandant Naval District, Washington, 

District of Columbia, $6,300,000. 
COMMANDER IN CHIEF, A TLANTJC FLEET 

Naval Air Station, Brunswick, Maine, 
$3,040,000. 

Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Florida, 
$29,835,000. 

Naval Station, Charleston, South Caroli
na, $9,960,000. 

Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Florida, 
$5,800,000. 

Naval Amphibious Base, Little Creek, Vir
ginia, $16,370,000. 

Naval Station, Mayport, Florida, 
$10,820,000. 

Naval Submarine Base, New London, Con
necticut, $365,000. 

Naval Station, New York, New York, 
$86, 260, 000. 

Naval Air Station, Norfolk, Virginia, 
$10,675,000. 

Naval Station, Norfolk, Virginia, $800,000. 
Naval Air Station, Oceana, Virginia, 

$16,940,000. 
Naval Facility, Radio Island, North Caro

lina, $17,640,000. 
COMMANDER JN CHIEF, PACIFIC FLEET 

Naval Facility, Adak, Alaska, $2,650,000. 
Naval Air Station, Alameda, California, 

$8,650,000. 
Naval Submarine Base, Bangor, Washing

ton, $5,200,000. 
Amphibious Task Force, Camp Pendleton, 

California, $9,020,000. 

Naval Amphibious Base, Coronado, Cali
fornia, $16,150,000. 

Naval Station, Everett, Washington, 
$17,640,000. 

Naval Air Station, Fallon, Nevada, 
$36,500,000. 

Naval Air Station, Lemoore, California, 
$2,300,000. 

Naval Station, Long Beach, California, 
$17,230,000. 

Naval Air Station, Miramar, California, 
$385,000. 

Naval Air Station, North Island, Califor
nia, $18,593,000. 

Commander, Oceanographic System, Pa
cific, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, $1,180,000. 

Naval Submarine Base, Pearl Harbor, 
Hawaii, $2,900,000. 

Naval Station, San Diego, California, 
$16,197, 000. 

Naval Submarine Base, San Diego, Cali
fornia, $14,120,000. 

Naval Station Mare Island, Vallejo, Cali
fornia, $735,000. 

Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island, Wash
ington, $2,650,000. 

CHIEF OF NAVAL EDUCATION AND TRAINING 
Fleet and Mine Warfare Training Center, 

Charleston, South Carolina, $1,180,000. 
Naval Amphibious School, Coronado, 

California, $9,330,000. 
Surface Warfare Officers School Com

mand Detachment, Coronado, California, 
$5,200,000. 

Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi, Texas, 
$4,360,000. 

Fleet Combat Training Center, Atlantic, 
Dam Neck, Virginia, $9,640,000. 

Naval Explosive Ordnance Disposal 
School, Eglin, Florida, $13, 700,000. 

Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, nli
nois, $20, 740,000. 

Naval Construction Training Center, 
Gulfport, Mississippi, $2,460,000. 

Naval Amphibious School, Little Creek, 
Virginia, $420,000. 

Naval Air Station, Memphis, Tennessee, 
$11,695,000. 

Naval Air Station, Meridian, Mississippi, 
$450,000. 

Naval Submarine School, New London, 
Connecticut, $13, 300, 000. 

Naval Education and Training Center, 
Newport, Rhode Island, $19,580,000. 

Naval Training Center, Orlando, Florida, 
$9,400,000. 

Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Florida, 
$225,000. 

Naval Technical Training Center, Pensa
cola, Florida, $5,670,000. 

Naval Construction Training Center, Port 
Hueneme, California, $4,800,000. 

Fleet Anti-Submarine Warfare Training 
Center, Pacific, San Diego, California, 
$7,850,000. 

Fleet Combat Training Center, Pacific, 
San Diego, California, $305,000. 

Fleet Training Center, San Diego, Califor
nia, $4, 750,000. 

Naval Training Center, San Diego, Cali
fornia, $2,900,000. 

Naval Technical Training Center, San 
Francisco, California, $1,570,000. 

Naval Air Station, Whiting Field, Florida, 
$810,000. 

NAVAL MILITARY PERSONNEL COMMAND 
Navy Band, Washington, District of Co

lumbia, $1,900,000. 
NA VAL MEDICAL COMMAND 

Naval Medical Clinic, Annapolis, Mary
land, $12,540,000. 

Naval Hospital, Groton, Connecticut, 
$8, 720,000. 
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Naval Hospital, Jacksonville, Florida, 

$18,600,000. 
Naval Hospital, Long Beach, California, 

$6,300,000. 
Naval Hospital, Oak Harbor, Washington, 

$13,900,000. 
Naval Hospital, Pensacola, Florida, 

$7,250,000. 
Naval Hospital, San Diego, California, 

$450,000. 
CHIEF OF NAVAL MATERIEL 

Naval Air Rework Facility, Alameda, Cali
fornia, $24,980,000. 

Puget Sound Naval Shipyard, Bremerton, 
Washington, $30,945,000. 

Naval Supply Center, Bremerton, Wash
ington, $1,520,000. 

Naval Weapons Station, Charleston, South 
Carolina, $4,070,000. 

Polaris Missile Facility, Atlantic, Charles
ton, South Carolina, $1,620,000. 

Naval Air Rework Facility, Cherry Point. 
North Carolina, $17,620,000. 

Naval Weapons Center, China Lake, Cali
fornia, $9,315,000. 

Naval Weapons Station, Earle, New 
Jersey, $3, 720,000. 

Naval Construction Battalion Center, 
Gul.Jport, Mississippi, $2,550,000. 

Naval Ordance Station, Indian Head, 
Maryland, $1,570,000. 

Naval Supply Center, Jacksonville, Flori
da, $1,555,000. 

Naval Undersea Warfare Engineering Sta
tion, Keyport, Washington, $2,440,000. 

Naval Submarine Base, Kings Bay, Geor
gia, $388,360,000. 

Naval Air Engineering Center, Lakehurst, 
New Jersey, $600,000. 

Long Beach Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, 
California, $7,160,000. 

Naval Ordnance Station, Louisville, Ken
tucky, $16,950,000. 

Naval Air Rework Facility, Norfolk, Vir
ginia, $13,080,000. 

Naval Supply Center, Norfolk, Virginia, 
$2,350,000. 

Naval Air Rework Facility, North Island, 
California, $9,465,000. 

Naval Supply Center, Oakland, Califor
nia, $7,890,000. 

Pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard, Pearl 
Harbor, Hawaii, $1,860,000. 

Navy Public Works Center, Pearl Harbor, 
Hawaii, $13, 700,000. 

Navy Public Works Center, Pensacola, 
Florida, $8,430,000. 

Pacific Missile Test Center, Point Mugu, 
California, $10, 200, 000. 

Naval Construction Battalion Center, 
Port Hueneme, California, $23,650,000. 

Naval Ship Weapon Systems Engineering 
Station, Port Hueneme, California, 
$10, 780,000. 

Naval Electronic Systems Engineering 
Center, Portsmouth, Virginia, $3,255,000. 

Norfolk Naval Shipyard, Portsmouth, Vir
ginia, $6,690,000. 

Naval Electronic Systems Engineering 
Center, San Diego, California, $27,450,000. 

Naval Supply Center, San Diego, Califor
nia, $7,100,000. 

Naval Electronic Systems Engineering Ac
tivity, Saint Inigoes, Maryland, $15,550,000. 

Mare Island Naval Shipyard, Vallejo, Cali
fornia, $5,915,000. 

Naval Air Development Center, Warmin
ster, Pennsylvania, $4,220,000. 

Naval Mine Warfare Engineering Activity, 
Yorktown, Virginia, $4,120,000. 

NA VAL OCEANOGRAPHY COMMAND 
Naval Oceanography Command Facility, 

Jacksonville, Florida, $390,000. 
Naval Western Oceanography Center, 

Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, $4,500,000. 

NAVAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMMAND 
Naval Radio Station, Sugar Grove, West 

Virginia, $785,000. 
NA VAL SECURITY GROUP COMMAND 

Naval Security Group Activity, Adak, 
Alaska, $980,000. 

Naval Security Group Activity, Northwest, 
Chesapeake, Virginia, $1,385,000. 

Naval Security Group Activity, Skaggs 
Island, California, $395,000. 

Naval Security Group Activity, Winter 
Harbor, Maine, $3,280,000. 

fbJ OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-The Secre
tary of the Navy may acquire real property 
and may carry out military construction 
projects in the amounts shown for each of 
the following installations and locations 
outside the United States: 

MARINE CORPS 
Marine Corps Air Station, Iwakuni, 

Japan, $1, 775,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Futenma, Oki

nawa, Japan, $2,990,000. 
Marine Corps Base Camp Smedley D. 

Butler, Okinawa, Japan, $2,250,000. 
COMMANDER IN CHIEF, ATLANTIC FLEET 

Naval Facility, Argentia, Newfoundland, 
Canada, $700,000. 

Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, 
$22,410,000. 

Naval Station, Keflavik, Iceland, 
$1,270,000. 

Atlantic Fleet Weapons Training Facility, 
Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico, $7,100,000. 

Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto 
Rico, $14, 700,000. 

COMMANDER IN CHIEF, PACIFIC FLEET 
Navy Support Facility, Diego Garcia, 

Indian Ocean, $16,530,000. 
Naval Air Facility, Diego Garcia, Indian 

Ocean, $22,450,000. 
Naval Magazine, Guam, $11,270,000. 
Naval Supply Depot, Guam, $6,550,000. 
Naval Station, Guam, $10,200,000. 
Naval Ship Repair Facility, Guam, 

$990,000. 
Naval Magazine, Subic Bay, Republic of 

the Philippines, $250,000. 
Naval Ship Repair Facility, Subic Bay, 

Republic of the Philippines, $13,270,000. 
COMMANDER IN CHIEF, UNITED STATES NAVAL 

FORCES EUROPE 
Naval Activities, London, United King

dom, $7,635,000. 
Naval Support Activity, Naples, Italy, 

$7, 750,000. 
Naval Air Station, Sigonella, Italy, 

$5,930,000. 
Personnel Support Activity, London, 

United Kingdom, $450,000. 
CHIEF OF NA VAL MATERIEL 

Navy Public Works Center, Guam, 
$1,080,000. 

Navy Public Works Center, Yokosuka, 
Japan, $4,400,000. 

NAVAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMMAND 
Naval Communication Area Master Sta

tion, Western Pacific, Guam, $8,945,000. 
Naval Communication Station, Harold E. 

Holt, Exmouth, Australia, $2,690,000. 
NA VAL SECURITY GROUP COMMAND 

Naval Security Group Detachment, Diego 
Garcia, Indian Ocean, $3, 700,000. 

HOST NATION INFRASTRUCTURE SUPPORT 
Various Locations, $980,000. 

SEC ZOZ. FAMILY HOUSING. 

fa) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary of the 
Navy may construct or acquire family hous
ing units fincluding acquisition of land) at 
the following installations in the number of 
units shown, and in the amount shown, for 
each installation: 

Naval Air Station, Adak, Alaska, one hun
dred units, $15,500,000. 

Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, Cali
fornia, two hundred and eighty-two units. 
$29,800,000. 

Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, 
Twentynine Palms, California, one hundred 
units, $8,400,000. 

Navy Public Works Center, San Diego, 
California, two hundred units, $15,200,000. 

Fleet Training Group Pacific, Warner 
Springs, California, forty-four units, 
$4,400,000. 

Naval Weapons Station, Earle, New 
Jersey, two hundred units, $15,400,000. 

Aviation Supply Office, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, one unit, $170,000. 

Navy Public Works Center, Subic Bay, Re
public of the Philippines, three hundred 
units, $24,180,000. 

fb) NA VAL PUBLIC WORKS CENTER, SAN 
DIEGO.-The Secretary of the Navy may con
struct the two hundred housing units au
thorized by subsection fa) for the Navy 
Public Works Center, San Diego, California, 
at Telegraph Point or at any other suitable 
and appropriate site. 
SEC. ZOJ. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY 

HOUSING UNITS 

fa) AMOUNT AUTHORIZED.-Subject to sec
tion 2825 of title 10, United States Code, the 
Secretary of the Navy may make expendi
tures to improve existing military family 
housing units in an amount not to exceed 
$34,020,000. 

fb) WAIVER OF MAXIMUM PER UNIT COST FOR 
CERTAIN IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS.-Notwith
standing the maximum amount per unit for 
an improvement project under section 
2825fbJ of title 10, United States Code, the 
Secretary of the Navy may carry out projects 
to improve existing military family housing 
units at the following installations in the 
number of units shown, and in the amount 
shown, for each installation: 

Navy Public Works Center, San Diego, 
California, three hundred seventy-two units, 
$17, 610, 000. 

Naval air Station, Whidbey Island, Wash
ington, one unit, $56,500. 
SEC. Ztu. TRANSIENT HOUSING UNITS, CHINHAE, 

KOREA 

The Secretary of the Navy may convert the 
four existing transient housing units con
tained in Building 706 in Chinhae, Korea, 
to family housing units. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there amend
ments to title II? 

If not, the Clerk will designate title 
III. 

The text of title III is as follows: 
TITLE III-AIR FORCE 

SEC. JOI. AUTHORIZED AIR FORCE CONSTRVCT/ON 
AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS. 

fa) /NS/DE THE UNITED STATES.-The Secre
tary of the Air Force may acquire real prop
erty and may carry out military construc
tion projects in the amounts shown for each 
of the following installations and locations 
inside the United States: 

AIR FORCE LOGISTICS COMMAND 
Hill Air Force Base, Utah, $28,280,000. 
Kelly Air Force Base, Texas, $41,699,000. 
McClellan Air Force Base, California. 

$63,129,000. 
Robins Air Force Base, Georgia, 

$7,350,000. 
Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma. 

$33,100,000. 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base. Ohio. 

$21.890,000. 
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AIR FORCE SYSTEMS COMMAND 

Brooks Air Force Base, Texas, $2,500,000. 
Edwards Air Force Base, California, 

$7,250,000. 
Eglin Air Force Base, Florida, $14,560,000. 
Hanscom Air Force Base, Massachusetts, 

$27,150,000. 
Sunnyvale Air Force Station, California, 

$2, 700,000. 
AIR FORCE RESER VE 

Billy Mitchell Field, Wisconsin, $500,000. 
AIR NATIONAL GUARD 

Buckley Air National Guard Base, Colora
do, $12,370,000. 

AIR TRAINING COMMA.ND 
Chanute Air Force Base, fllinois, 

$1, 730,000. 
Good.fellow Air Force Base, Texas, 

$29,950,000. 
Keesler Air Force Base, Mississippi, 

$10,500,000. 
Lackland Air Force Base, Texas, 

$22, 750,000. 
Laughlin Air Force Base, Texas, 

$1,900,000. 
Lowry Air Force Base, Colorado, 

$6,850,000. 
Mather Air Force Base, California, 

$2, 700,000. 
Randolph Air Force Base, Texas, 

$3,200,000. 
Reese Air Force Base, Texas, $3,250,000. 
Sheppard Air Force Base, Texas, 

$16,150,000. 
Vance Air Force Base, Oklahoma, 

$4,210,000. 
Williams Air Force Base, Arizona, 

$660,000. 
AIR UNIVERSITY 

Gunter Air Force Station, Alabama, 
$6,000,000. 

Maxwell Air Force Base, Alabama, 
$12,000,000. 

ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 
Attu Research Site, Alaska, $910,000. 
Eielson Air Force Base, Alaska, 

$44,950,000. 
Elmendorf Air Force Base, Alaska, 

$5,000,000. 
King Salmon Airport, Alaska, $8,600,000. 
Shemya Air Force Base, Alaska, 

$45,900,000. 
MILITARY AIRLIFI' COMMAND 

Altus Air Force Base, Oklahoma, 
$13,160,000. 

Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland, 
$10,120,000. 

Base 24, Classified Location, $6,170,000. 
Bolling Air Force Base, District of Colum

bia, $250,000. 
Charleston Air Force Base, South Caroli

na, $1,620,000. 
Dover Air Force Base, Delaware, 

$3,090,000. 
Eglin Auxiliary Field 9, Florida, 

$1, 700,000. 
Kirtland Air Force Base, New Mexico, 

$60, 330, 000. 
McChord Air Force Base, Washington, 

$2,240,000. 
McGuire Air Force Base, New Jersey, 

$16,100,000. 
Norton Air Force Base, California, 

$4,570,000. 
Pope Air Force Base, North Carolina, 

$440,000. 
Scott Air Force Base, nlinois, $17,150,000. 
Travis Air Force Base, California, 

$10,300,000. 
PACIFIC AIR FORCES 

Hickam Air Force Base, Hawaii, $480,000. 
Wheeler Air Force Base, Hawaii, 

$5,050,000. 

SPACE COMMAND 
Cape Cod Air Force Station, Massachu

setts, $600,000. 
Cavalier Air Force Station, North Dakota, 

$950,000. 
Clear Air Force Station, Alaska $4,500,000. 
Peterson Air Force Base, Colorado, 

$5,200,000. 
SPECIAL PROJECT 

Various Locations, $55,000,000. 
STRATEGIC AIR COMMA.ND 

Barksdale Air Force Base, Louisiana, 
$1,400,000. 

Base 34, Classified Location, $8,920,000. 
Beale Air Force Base, California, 

$6,950,000. 
Belle Fourche Air Force Station, South 

Dakota, $4,080,000. 
Blytheville Air Force Base, Arkansas, 

$4,260,000. 
Carswell Air Force Base, Texas $3,150,000. 
Castle Air Force Base, California 

$3,300,000. 
Dyess Air Force Base, Texas, $16,950,000. 
Ellsworth Air Force Base, South Dakota, 

$72,064,000. 
Fairchild Air Force Base, Washington, 

$12,500,000. 
F.E. Warren Air Force Base, Wyoming, 

$12,550,000. 
Grand Forks Air Force Base, North 

Dakota, $62, 730,000. 
Griffiss Air Force Base, New York, 

$2, 740,000. 
Grissom Air Force Base, Indiana, 

$1, 700,000. 
K .I. Sawyer Air Force Base, Michigan, 

$22,580,000. 
Malmstrom Air Force Base, Montana, 

$1,300,000. 
March Air Force Base, California, 

$9,000,000. 
McConnell Air Force Base, Kansas, 

$71,490,000. 
Minot Air Force Base, North Dakota, 

$5,000,000. 
Offutt Air Force Base, Nebraska, 

$4, 740,000. 
Pease Air Force Base, New Hampshire, 

$1,200,000. 
Plattsburgh Air Force Base, New York, 

$1,050,000. 
Vandenberg Air Force Base, California, 

$1,960,000. 
Whiteman Air Force Base, Missouri, 

$4,650,000. 
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Michigan, 

$5,300,000. 
TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Texas, $770,000. 
Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Arizona, 

$8,230,000. 
England Air Force Base, Louisiana, 

$4,900,000. 
George Air Force Base, California, 

$12,640,000. 
Holloman Air Force Base, New Mexico, 

$16,850,000. 
Homestead Air Force Base, Florida, 

$7,015,000. 
Langley Air Force Base, Virginia, 

$8,680,000. 
Luke Air Force Base, Arizona, $14, 780,000. 
MacDill Air Force Base, Florida, 

$8,850,000. 
Moody Air Force Base, Georgia, 

$24,030,000. 
Mountain Home Air Force Base, Idaho, 

$14,600,000. 
Myrtle Beach Air Force Base, South Caro

lina, $430,000. 
Nellis Air Force Base, Nevada, $17,860,000. 
Seymour-Johnson Air Force Base, North 

Carolina, $2,320,000. 

Shaw Air Force Base, South Carolina, 
$13,300,000. 

Tyndall Air Force Base, Florida, 
$8, 780,000. 

UNITED STATES AIR FORCE ACADEMY 
Air Force Academy, Colorado, $10,310,000. 
fb) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-The Secre· 

tary of the Air Force may acquire real prop
erty and may carry out military construc
tion projects in the amounts shown for each 
of the following installations and locations 
outside the United States: 

MILITARY AIRLIFI' COMMAND 
Lajes Field, Portugal, $25,285,000. 
Rhein-Main Air Base, Germany, 

$11, 600, 000. 
PACIFIC AIR FORCES 

Camp Zama, Japan, $1,500,000. 
Kadena Air Base, Japan, $27,650,000. 
Misawa Air Base, Japan, $9,500,000. 
Yokota Air Base, Japan, $13, 750,000. 
Kimhae Air Base, Korea, $10,400,000. 
Kunsan Air Base, Korea, $9,000,000. 
Kwang-Ju Air Base, Korea, $16,310,000. 
Osan Air Base, Korea, $24,510,000. 
Sachon Air Base, Korea, $310,000. 
Diego Garcia Air Base, Indian Ocean, 

$5,300,000. 
Clark Air Base, Republic of the Philip

pines, $15,050,000. 
SPACE COMMA.ND 

Thule Air Base, Greenland, $12,350,000. 
Sondrestrom Air Base, Greenland, 

$5, 750,000. 
GEODSS Site 5, Portugal, $14,650,000. 
Pirinclik Air Station, Turkey, $2,600,000. 
BMEWS Site Ill, Fylingdales, United 

Kingdom, $3,100,000. 

Howard 
$2,172,000. 

TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 
Air Force Base, Panama, 

UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 
Florennes Air Base, Belgium, $5,860,000. 
Ahlhorn Air Base, Germany, $350,000. 
Bitburg Air Base, Germany, $9,050,000. 
Einsiedlerhof, Germany, $2,900,000. 
Hahn Air Base, Germany, $8,160,000. 
Hessisch Oldendorf Air Station, Germany, 

$1,230,000. 
Kapaun Air Station, Germany, $900,000. 
Leipheim Air Base, Germany, $350,000. 
MarienJelde Communications Station, 

Germany, $2,550,000. 
Norvenich Air Base, Germany, $350,000. 
Pruem Air Station, Germany, $1,250,000. 
Ramstein Air Base, Germany, $17,470,000. 
Sembach Air Base, Germany, $6,460,000. 
Spangdahlem Air Base, Germany, 

$14,860,000. 
Various Locations, Germany, $940,000. 
Vogelweh Air Station, Germany, 

$1,250,000. 
Wenigerath Storage Site, Germany, 

$1, 700,000. 
Zweibrucken Air Base, Germany, 

$4,550,000. 
Aviano Air Base, Italy, $5,070,000. 
Comiso Air Station, Italy, $6,280,000. 
Decimomannu Air Base, Italy, $2,800,000. 
San Vito Air Station, Italy, $1,590,000. 
Morocco, $3,100,000. 
Camp New Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 

$2, 710,000. 
Keizerveer Air Base, The Netherlands, 

$270,000. 
Vught, The Netherlands, $310,000. 
Ankara Air Station, Turkey, $950,000. 
lncirlik Air Base, Turkey, $11,570,000. 
Karatas, Turkey, $2,330,000. 
RAF Alconbury, United Kingdom, 

$20,910,000. 
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RAF Bentwaters, United Kingdom, 

$12,050,000. 
RAF Chicksands, United Kingdom, 

$1,630,000. 
RAF Fairford, United Kingdom, 

$7,400,000. 
RAF Greenham Common, United King

dom, $2,840,000. 
RAF Lakenheath, United Kingdom, 

$10,320,000. 
RAF Mildenhall, United Kingdom, 

$8,230,000. 
RAF Molesworth. United Kingdom, 

$21,063,000. 
RAF Sculthorpe, United Kingdom, 

$2,350,000. 
RAF Upper Heyford, United Kingdom, 

$4,640,000. 
Various Locations, United Kingdom, 

$3,600,000. 
Base 25, Classified Location, $4,500,000. 
Base 29, Classified Location, $3,500,000. 
Base 30, Classified Location, $4,830,000. 
Base 33, Classified Location, $9,450,000. 
Various Locations, Europe, $4,450,000. 

SEC. JOZ. FAMILY HOlJSING. 

The Secretary of the Air Force may con
struct or acquire family housing units (in
cluding acquisition of land) at the following 
installations in the number of units shown, 
and in the amount shown, for each installa
tion: 

Florennes, Belgium, four hundred units, 
$29, 200, 000. 

Hahn Air Base, Germany, four hundred 
and forty units, $33, 000, 000. 

Ramstein Air Base, Germany, four hun
dred units, $30,000,000. 

Osan Air Base, Korea, family housing sup
port facilities, $1,200,000. 

Camp New Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 
one hundred and forty units, $11,000,000. 

Clark Air Base, Republic of the Philip
pines, four hundred and fifty units, 
$37,900,000. 

Belle Fourche Air Force Station, South 
Dakota, fifty units, $4,000,000. 
SEC. JOJ. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY 

HOlJSING lJNITS. 
fa) AMOUNT AUTHORIZED.-Subject to sec

tion 2825 of title 10, United States Code, the 
Secretary of the Air Force may make expend
itures to improve existing military family 
housing units in an amount not to exceed 
$61,300,000, of which $19,939,000 is avail
able only for energy conservation projects. 

(b) WAIVER OF MAXIMUM PER UNIT COST FOR 
CERTAIN IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS.-Notwith
standing the maximum amount per unit for 
an improvement project under section 
2825fbJ of title 10, United States Code, the 
Secretary of the Air Force may carry out 
projects to improve existing military family 
housing units at the following installations 
in the number of units shown, and in the 
amount shown, for each installation: 

Bolling Air Force Base, District of Colum
bia, twenty-four units, $1,200,000. 

Scott Air Force Base, lllinois, three hun
dred and twenty-eight units, $12,532,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Nebraska, thirty
two units, $2,873,000. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, New Mexico, one 
hundred and ten units, $3, 724,000. 

Ramstein Air Base, Germany, two hun
dred and eighty units, $10,279,000. 

Andersen Air Force Base, Guam, one hun
dred units, $6,605,000. 

Kadena Air Base, Japan, two hundred and 
thirty-five units, $12,163,000. 

Clark Air Base, Philippines, twenty-nine 
units, $1,042,000. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. KRAMER 
Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, I 

offer an amendment, and I ask unani-

mous consent that the amendment be 
considered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Colorado? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the amendment is as fol

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. KRAMER: Page 

35, after line 16, insert the following new 
subsection: 

(C) IMPROVEMENT PROJECT AT PETERSON AIR 
FORCE BASE, COLORADO.-( 1) To support the 
United States Space Command <USSPACE
COM>, the Secretary of the Air Force may 
carry out an improvement project at Peter
son Air Force Base, Colorado, to add to and 
alter an existing facility and <notwithstand
ing section 2826 of title 10, United States 
Code> convert it to a family housing unit 
with a maximum net floor area of 3,100 
square feet at a cost not to exceed $81,000. 

<2> The amount of the project authorized 
by this subsection shall not be considered to 
increase the amount authorized to be appro
priated by this Act for functions of the De
partment of the Air Force. 

<3> For purposes of this subsection, the 
term "net floor area" has the same meaning 
given that term by section 2826<0 of title 
10, United States Code. 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment does not require any 
funds to be authorized in this bill in 
addition to what is already authorized. 
It is needed for the purpose of allow
ing the alteration of an existing facili
ty at the Peterson Air Force Base 
which is necessary because of the acti
vation of the U.S. Space Command. 

I ask the House to approve the 
amendment. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KRAMER. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank my colleague for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, this amendment was 
presented by my colleague to the 
chairman of the committee and other 
Members. During the review process, 
we reviewed this amendment. There is 
no objection to the amendment from 
the subcommittee or from this side of 
the aisle, and I understand there is no 
objection to the amendment and urge 
its adoption. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Colorado CMr. KRAMER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. ATKINS 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendment be con
sidered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the amendment is as fol

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. ATKINS: Page 

34, after line 8, insert the following: 

Hanscom Air Force Base, Massachusetts, 
one hundred and sixty-three units, 
$14,200,000. 

Mr. ATKINS. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment adds no additional spend
ing authorization to the bill. It simply 
allows the Air Force to proceed with 
its plans for building 164 units of 
housing at Hanscom Air Force Base in 
Bedford. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ATKINS. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, the 
subcommittee has reviewed the gentle
man's amendment. We feel that it is 
meritorious and it does not add any 
money to the bill. 

There is a family housing shortage 
in that particular area. What this 
simply does is move money from main
tenance to construction to provide the 
opportunity for the housing to be 
built. 

We have no objection to the amend
ment and accept the gentleman's 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Massachusetts CMr. 
ATKINS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. Are there further 

amendments to title III? 
If not, the Clerk will designate title 

IV. 
The text of title IV is as follows: 

TITLE IV-DEFENSE AGENCIES 
SEC. IOI. AlJTHORIZED CONSTRlJCTION PROJECTS 

AND LAND A CQlJISITION FOR THE DE
FENSE AGENCIES. 

fa) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-The Secre
tary of Defense may acquire real property 
and carry out military construction projects 
in the amounts shown for each of the follow
ing installations and locations inside the 
United States: 

DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Anchor

age, Alaska, $1,390,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Alame

da, California, $1,320,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, B!Lr

stow, California, $825,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, San Diego, 

California, $600,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, San Pedro, 

California, $700,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Groton, 

Connecticut, $625, 000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, Port Tampa, 

Florida, $595,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Fort 

Riley, Kansas, $965,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, Newington, 

New Hampshire, $1,040,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, Verona, New 

York, $1,395,000. 
Defense Depot, Mechanicsburg, Pennsylva

nia, $4 70, 000. 
Defense Depot, Memphis. Tennessee, 

$8,085,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Texar

kana, Texas, $2,635,000. 
Defense Depot, Ogden, Utah, $3,825,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Hill Air 

Force Base, Ogden, Utah, $750,000. 
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Defense General Supply Center, Rich

mond, Virginia, $5,355,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Rich

mond, Virginia, $650,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, Manchester, 

Washington, $565,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, F.E. 

Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyo
ming, $1,020,000. 

DEFENSE MAPPING AGENCY 
Repromat Secure Storage Facility, Miner

al Wells, Texas, $900,000. 
NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY 

Fort Meade, Maryland, $7,078,000. 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

Classified Location, $12,000,000. 
Fort McNair, Washington, District of Co

lumbia, $25,000,000. 
Classified Location, $3,142,000. 
(b) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-The Secre

tary of Defense may acquire real property 
and may carry out military construction 
projects in the amounts shown for each of 
the following installations and locations 
outside the United States: 

DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Kaisers

lautern, Germany, $360,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, Chimu Wan, 

Okinawa, Japan, $8,160,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, Pyongtaek, 

Korea, $5,820,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, Uijongbu, 

Korea, $6,200,000. 
NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY 

Classified Locations, $7,150,000. 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE OVERSEAS DEPENDENTS 

SCHOOLS 
Florennes, Belgium, $7,420,000. 
Naval Air Station, Bermuda, $2,290,000. 
Babenhausen, Germany, $760,000. 
Bamberg, Germany, $5,800,000. 
Butzbach, Germany, $3,420,000. 
Hanau, Germany, $7,480,000. 
Heidelberg, Germany, $1,910,000. 
Heilbronn, Germany, $2,520,000. 
Pirmasens, Germany, $1,630,000. 
Schweinfurt, Germany, $3,930,000. 
Sembach Air Base, Germany, $2,170,000. 
Vilseck, Germany, $6,680,000. 
Sigonella, Italy, $5, 360, 000. 
Misawa Air Base, Japan, $4, 780,000. 
Okinawa, Japan, $745,000. 
Osan Air Base, Korea, $2, 780,000. 
Pusan, Korea, $1,540,000. 
Taegu, Korea, $730,000. 
Soesterberg Air Base, Netherlands, 

$4,460,000. 
Clark Air Base, Republic of the Philip-

pines, $7,190,000. 
Bicester, United Kingdom, $4,570,000. 
Upwood, United Kingdom, $3,240,000. 
Woodbridge RAF Station, United King-

dom, $1,060,000. 
SEC. IOZ. FAMILY HOUSING. 

The Secretary of Defense may construct or 
acquire twenty family housing units (in
cluding acquisition of land) at classified in
stallations in the total amount of $1,800,000. 
SEC. IOJ. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY 

HOUSING UNITS. 

Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United 
States Code, the Secretary of Defense may 
make expenditures to improve existing mili
tary family housing units in an amount not 
to exceed $110,000. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DELLUMS 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DELLUMs: 

Page 38, strike out line 17. 

Page 39, line 4, strike out "$745,000" and 
insert in lieu thereof "$300,000". 

Mr. DELLUMS <during the reading>. 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that the amendment be consid
ered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, this 

amendment would reduce the authori
zation for the Department of Defense 
overseas dependent schools by $2. 735 
million by deleting two elementary 
school projects. One is a proposed 
school in Bermuda which has a cur
rent cost estimate greatly in excess of 
the original estimate of $2.3 million. 
We have asked them to revise the esti
mate. 

The other is a proposed $445,000 
school in Okinawa. Because of a site 
change, the project should be de
f erred, and we are told that both 
projects will be resubmitted on the 
next fiscal year, 1987, military con
struction authorization budget re
quest. 

Simply to summarize, we are at this 
point on this amendment asking to 
reduce the figure by $2. 7 million, and 
the two projects will be resubmitted in 
the next fiscal year military construc
tion budget. At that time, we think 
the concerns that the subcommittee 
had with respect to these two projects 
will have been dealt with. 

I ask that the amendment be favor
ably disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from California [Mr. DELLUMS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. Are there further 

amendments to title IV? 
If not, the Clerk will designate title 

v. 
The text of title V is as follows: 
TITLE V-NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY 
ORGANIZATION INFRASTRUCTURE 

SEC. 501. AUTHORITY OF THE SECRETARY OF DE
FENSE TO MAKE CONTRIBUTIONS. 

The Secretary of Defense may make contri
butions for the North Atlantic Treaty Orga
nization infrastructure program as provid
ed in section 2806 of title 10, United States 
Code, in an amount not to exceed the 
amount authorized to be appropriated in 
section 605 plus the amount collected from 
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization as a 
result of construction previously financed 
by the United States. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there any 
amendments to title V? 

If not, the Clerk will designate title 
VI. 

The text of title VI is as follows: 
TITLE VI-AUTHORIZATION OF APPRO

PRIATIONS AND RECURRING ADMIN
ISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

SEC. 601. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 
ARMY. 

faJ IN GENERAL.-Funds are hereby author
ized to be appropriated for fiscal years be-

ginning aJter September 30, 1985, for mili
tary construction, land acquisition, and 
military family housing functions of the De
partment of the Army in the total amount of 
$3,399,411,000 as follows: 

(JJ For military construction projects 
inside the United States authorized by sec
tion 101faJ, $1,107,056,000. 

f2J For military construction projects out
side the United States authorized by section 
101fb), $451,970,000. 

f3J For military construction projects 
inside the United States authorized by sec
tion 101 of the Military Construction Au
thorization Act, 1985, $26,000,000. 

f4J For unspecified minor construction 
projects under section 2805 of title 10, 
United States Code, $31,000,000. 

f5J For architectural and engineering serv
ices and construction design under section 
2807 of title 10, United States Code, 
$136,100,000. 

f6J For military family housing func
tions-

fAJ for construction and acquisition of 
military family housing and facilities, 
$356,491,000; and 

fBJ for support of military family housing 
(including the functions described in sec
tion 2834 of title 10, United States CodeJ, 
$1,290, 794,000, of which not more than 
$1,520,000 may be obligated or expended for 
the leasing of military family housing units 
in the United States, the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico, and Guam, and not more than 
$132,047,000 may be obligated or expended 
for the leasing of military family housing 
units in foreign countries. 

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CON· 
STRUCT/ON PROJECTS AUTHORIZED IN TITLE[.
Notwithstanding the cost variations author
ized by section 2853 of title 10, United States 
Code, and any other cost variation author
ized by law, the total cost of all projects car
ried out under section 101 may not exceed 
the total amount authorized to be appropri
ated under paragraphs (JJ and f2J of subsec
tion faJ, and $73,000,000 fthe amount au
thorized for the construction of the Eastern 
Distribution Center, New Cumberland Army 
Depot, Pennsylvania. 
SEC. 60Z. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

NAVY. 

faJ IN GENERAL.-Funds are hereby author
ized to be appropriated for fiscal years be
ginning aJter September 30, 1985, for mili
tary construction, land acquisition, and 
military family housing functions of the De
partment of the Navy in the total amount of 
$2,602,234,000 as follows: 

( 1J For military construction projects 
inside the United States authorized by sec
tion 201faJ, $1,521,450,000. 

f2J For military construction projects out
side the United States authorized by section 
201fb), $178,265,000. 

f3J For unspecified minor construction 
projects under section 2805 of title 10, 
United States Code, $21,560,000. 

f4J For architectural and engineering serv
ices and construction design under section 
2807 of title 10, United States Code, 
$139,260,000. 

f5J For advances to the Secretary of Trans
portation for construction of defense access 
roads under section 210 of title 23, United 
States Code, $2,960,000. 

f6J For military family housing Junc
tions-

fAJ for construction and acquisition of 
military family housing and facilities, 
$154,000,000; and 
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fBJ for support of military housing fin

cluding functions described in section 2834 
of title 10, United States CodeJ, $584, 739,000, 
of which not more than $3,545,000 may be 
obligated or expended for the leasing of mili
tary family housing units in the United 
States, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
and Guam, and not more than $18,934,000 
may be obligated or expended for the leasing 
of military family housing units in foreign 
countries. 

fb) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CON
STRUCT/ON PROJECTS AurHORIZED IN TITLE 
11.-Notwithstanding the cost variations au
thorized by section 2853 of title 10, United 
States Code, and any other cost variation 
authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 201 may 
not exceed the total amount authorized to be 
appropriated under paragraphs flJ and f2J 
of subsection fa). 
SEC. 60J. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, AIR 

FORCE. 

IN GENERAL.-Funds are hereby authorized 
to be appropriated for fiscal years beginning 
aJter September 30, 1985, for military con
struction, land acquisition, and military 
family housing functions of the Department 
of the Air Force in the total amount of 
$2,809,561,000 as follows: 

fl) For military construction projects 
inside the United States authorized by sec
tion 301faJ, $1,224,617,000. 

f2J For military construction projects out
side the United States authorized by section 
301fb), $446, 710,000. 

f3J For unspecified minor construction 
projects under section 2805 of title 10, 
United States Code, $22,000,000. 

f4J For architectural and engineering serv
ices and construction design under section 
2807 of title 10, United States Code, 
$144, 096, 000. 

f5J For advances to the Secretary of Trans
portation for construction of defense access 
roads under section 210 of title 23, United 
States Code, $30,240,000. 

f6J For military family housing func
tions-

fAJ for construction and acquisition of 
military family housing and facilities, 
$212,600,000; and 

fBJ for support of military housing (in
cluding functions described in section 2834 
of title 10, United States CodeJ, $729,298,000, 
of which not more than $2, 711,000 may be 
obligated or expended for the leasing of mili
tary family housing units in the United 
States, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
and Guam, and not more than $45,402,000 
may be obligated or expended for the leasing 
of military family housing units in foreign 
countries. 

fb) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CON
STRUCT/ON PROJECTS AurHORIZED IN TITLE 
III.-Notwithstanding the cost variations 
authorized by section 2853 of title 10, United 
States Code, and any other cost variation 
authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 301 may 
not exceed the total amount authorized to be 
appropriated under paragraphs flJ and f2J 
of subsection faJ. 
SEC 604. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, DE

FENSE AGENCIES. 

faJ IN GENERAL.-Funds are hereby author
ized to be appropriated for fiscal years be
ginning aJter September 30, 1985, for mili
tary construction, land acquisition, and 
military family housing functions of the De
partment of the Defense father than the 
military departments), in the total amount 
of $205, 760, 000 as follows: 

f 1J For military construction projects 
inside the United States authorized by sec
tion 401faJ, $53,132,000. 

f2J For military construction projects out
side the United States authorized by section 
401 fb), $95, 928, 000. 

f 3J For unspecified minor construction 
projects under section 2805 of title 10, 
United States Code, $4,000,000. 

f4J For construction projects contingency 
construction authority of the Secretary of 
Defense under section 2804 of title 10, 
United States Code, $5,000,000. 

f5J For architectural and engineering serv
ices and construction design under section 
2807 of title 10, United States Code, 
$27,400,000. 

f6J For military family housing func
tions-

fAJ for construction and acquisition of 
military family housing and facilities, 
$1,910,000; and 

fBJ for support of military housing (in
cluding functions described in section 2834 
of title 10, United States Code), $18,390,000, 
of which not more than $14,933,000 may be 
obligated or expended for the leasing of mili
tary family housing units in foreign coun
tries. 

fb) AurHORIZAT/ON OF UNOBLIGATED 
FUNDS.-Funds appropriated to the Depart
ment of Defense for fiscal years before fiscal 
year 1986 for military construction func
tions of the Defense Agencies that remain 
available for obligation are hereby author
ized to be made available, to the extent pro
vided in appropriations Acts, for military 
construction projects authorized in section 
401 in the amount of $42,025,000. 

fc) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CON
STRUCTION PROJECTS AUTHORIZED IN TITLE 
IV.-Notwithstanding the cost variations 
authorized by section 2853 of title 10, United 
States Code, and any other cost variations 
authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 401 may 
not exceed the total amount authorized to be 
appropriated under paragraphs fl) and f2J 
of subsection faJ and the amount specified 
in subsection fbJ. 
SEC. 605. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

NATO. 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro

priated for fiscal years beginning aJter Sep
tember 30, 1985, for contributions by the 
Secretary of Defense under section 2806 of 
title 10, United States Code, for the share of 
the United States of the cost of construction 
projects for the North Atlantic Treaty Orga
nization Infrastructure Program, as author
ized by section 501, in the amount of 
$55, 000, 000. 
SEC. 608. EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS; EXTEN

SION OF CERTAIN PREY/OUS AUTHORI
ZATIONS. 

fa) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS AFTER 
Two YEARS.-flJ Except as provided in para
graph f2J, all authorizations contained in 
titles I, II, III, rv, and V for military con
struction projects, land acquisition, family 
housing projects and facilities, and contri
butions to the NA TO Infrastructure Pro
gram fand authorizations of appropriations 
therefor contained in sections 601 through 
605J shall expire on October 1, 1987, or the 
date of the enactment of the Military Con
struction Authorization Act for fiscal year 
1988, whichever is later. 

f2J The provisions of paragraph flJ do not 
apply to authorizations for military con
struction projects, land acquisition, family 
housing projects and facilities, and contri
butions to the NA TO Infrastructure Pro
gram rand authorizations of appropriations 

therefor), for which appropriated funds have 
been obligated before October 1, 1987, or the 
date of the enactment of the Military Con
struction Authorization Act for fiscal year 
1988, whichever is later, for construction 
contracts, land acquisition, family housing 
projects and facilities, or contributions to 
the NA TO Infrastructure Program. 

fb) EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATION OF CER
TAIN FISCAL YEAR 1984 PROJECTS.-Notwith
standing the provisions of section 607faJ of 
the Military Construction Authorization 
Act, 1984 f Public Law 98-115; 97 Stal 780J, 
authorizations for the following projects au
thorized in sections 101, 201, and 301 of that 
Act shall remain in effect until October 1, 
1986, or the date of enactment of the Mili
tary Construction Authorization Act for 
fiscal year 1987, whichever is later: 

flJ Consolidated heating system in the 
amount of $1,850,000 at Stuttgart, Germany. 

f2J Consolidated heating system in the 
amount of $1, 750,000 at Stuttgart, Germany. 

f 3J Range modernization in the amount of 
$2,450,000 at Wildjlecken, Germany. 

f4J Unaccompanied personnel housing in 
the amount of $1,400,000 at Argyroupolis, 
Greece. 

f5J Operations building in the amount of 
$370,000 at Argyroupolis, Greece. 

f6J Multipurpose recreation facility in the 
amount of $480,000 at Argyroupolis, Greece. 

f7 J Unaccompanied Officer housing in the 
amount of $600,000 at Perivolaki, Greece. 

f8J Operations building in the amount of 
$410,000 at Perivolaki, Greece. 

f9J Multipurpose recreation facility in the 
amount of $620,000 at Perivolaki, Greece. 

f 1 OJ Physical fitness training center in the 
amount of $1,000,000 at Elefsis, Greece. 

f11J Operations control center in the 
amount of $7,800,000 at the Naval Air Sta
tion, Brunswick, Maine. 

f12J Engine test cell modifications in the 
amount of $1,180,000 at the Naval Air Sta
tion, Cecil Field, Florida. 

f13J Land acquisition in the amount of 
$830,000 at the Naval Weapons Station, 
Concord, California. 

f14J Unaccompanied enlisted personnel 
housing in the amount of $10,000,000 at the 
Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Florida. 

f15J Electrical distribution lines in the 
amount of $7,200,000 at the Naval Shipyard 
Mare Island, Vallejo, California. 

f 16J Family housing in the amount of 
$33,982,000 at RAF Upper Heyford, United 
Kingdom. 

f17J Air freight terminal in the amount of 
$10,200,000 at Elmendorf, Alaska. 
SEC. 607. ESTABLISHMENT OF CERTAIN AMOtNTS 

REQUIRED TO BE SPECIFIED BYLAW. 

For projects or contracts initiated during 
the period beginning on the date of the en
actment of this Act or October 1, 1985, 
whichever is later, and ending on the date of 
the enactment of the Military Construction 
Authorization Act for fiscal year 198 7 or Oc
tober 1, 1986, whichever is later, the follow
ing amounts apply: 

f 1J The maximum amount for an unspeci
fied minor military construction project 
under section 2805 of title 10, United States 
Code, is $1,000,000. 

f2J The amount of a contract for architec
tural and engineering services or construc
tion design that makes such a contract sub
ject to the reporting requirement under sec
tion 2807 of title 10, United States Code. is 
$300,000. 

f3J The maximum amount per unit for an 
improvement project for family housing 



October 16, 1985 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 27605 
units under section 2825 of title 10, United 
States Code, is J,30,000. 

f4J The maximum annual rental for a 
family housing unit leased in the United 
States, Puerto Rico, or Guam under section 
2828fbJ of title 10, United States Code, is 
$10,000. 

f5HAJ The maximum annual rental for a 
family housing unit leased in a foreign 
country under section 2828fcJ of title 10, 
United States Code, is $16,800. 

fBJ The maximum number of family hous
ing units that may be leased at any one time 
in foreign countries under section 2828fcJ of 
title 10, United States Code, is 34,000. 

f6J The maximum rental per year for 
family housing facilities, or for real proper
ty related to family housing facilities, leased 
in a foreign country under section 2828ffJ of 
title 10, United States Code, is $250,000. 
SEC. 608. EFFECTIVE DATE FOR PROJECT AUTHORI

ZATIONS. 
Titles I, II, Ill, IV, and V of this Act shall 

take effect on October 1, 1985. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DELLUMS 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DELLUMS: 

Page 40, line 20, strike out "$3,399,411,000" 
and insert in lieu thereof $3,410,786,000". 

Page 40, line 23, strike out 
"$1,107,056,000" and insert in lieu thereof 
"$1,120,111,000". 

Page 41, line 3, strike out "$451,970,000" 
and insert in lieu thereof "$450,290,000". 

Page 41 , line 21, strike out "$1,520,000" 
and insert in lieu thereof "2,520,000". 

Page 41, line 25, strike out "$132,047,000" 
and insert in lieu thereof "$131,047,000". 

Page 42, line 12, insert the following 
before the period: ", and $101,000,000 <the 
amount authorized under section lOl<b> for 
Various Locations, Germany>". 

Page 45, line 6, strike out "$212,600,000" 
and insert in lieu thereof "$226,800,000". 

Page 45, line 10, strike out "$729,298,000" 
and insert in lieu thereof " $715,098,000". 

Page 46, line 8, strike out "$205,760,000" 
and insert in lieu thereof "$203,025,000". 

Page 46, line 14, strike out "$95,928,000" 
and insert in lieu thereof "$93,193,000". 

Page 49, line 10, strike out "and 301" and 
insert in lieu thereof "301, and 401". 

Page 51, insert the following after line 2: 
08> Sewage system in the amount of 

$2,760,000 at the Naval Training Center, Or
lando, Florida. 

09> Physical fitness training center in the 
amount of $1,000,000 at Fort Hunter Lig
gett, California. 

<20> Child care center in the amount of 
$3,000,000 at Fort Polk, Louisiana. 

<21> Physical fitness training center in the 
amount of $2,200,000 at Sierra Army Depot, 
California. 

< 22 > Special Process Laboratories Building 
in the amount of $39,100,000 at Fort Meade, 
Maryland. 

Mr. DELLUMS <during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that the amendment be consid
ered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, this 

amendment is a technical and con
forming amendment in nature. It cor
rects clerical and printing errors in the 

bill. It brings title VI, which author
izes appropriations, in conformance 
with the other titles and extends cer
tain prior-year authorizations to allow 
the military departments additional 
time to award projects, award con
tracts on projects that have been de
layed for various reasons. This amend
ment changes no substantive provi
sions, and I ask that the amendment 
be agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from California CMr. DELLUMS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. Are there further 

amendments to title VI? 
If not, the Clerk will designate title 

VII. 
The text of title Vil is as follows: 

TITLE VII-GUARD AND RESERVE 
FORCES FACILITIES 

SEC. 701. AUTHORIZATION FOR GUARD AND RESERVE 
FACILITIES. 

There are authorized to be appropriated 
for fiscal years beginning ajter September 
30, 1985, for the costs of acquisition, archi
tectural and engineering services, and con
struction of facilities for the Guard and Re
serve Forces, and for contributions therefor, 
under chapter 133 of title 10, United States 
Code (including the cost of acquisition of 
land for those facilities), the following 
amounts: 

flJ For the Department of the Anny-
fAJ for the Anny National Guard of the 

United States, $142,624,000, and 
fBJ for the Anny Reserve, $66,289,000. 
f2J For the Department of the Navy, for 

the Naval and Marine Corps Reserves, 
$61, 800, 000. 

f3J For the Department of the Air Force
fAJ for the Air National Guard of the 

United States, $137,200,000, and 
fBJ for the Air Force Reserve, $70,650,000. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MONTGOMERY 
Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chair-

man, I offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MONTGOMERY: 

Page 53, line 5, strike out "$142,624,000" and 
insert in lieu thereof "$145,924,000". 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. Mr. Chair
man, the purpose of this amendment 
is to provide for authorization of funds 
to acquire land to expand the training 
area at Camp McCain in my home 
State of Mississippi. Camp McCain is 
an Army National Guard training site 
where Army Guard units from Missis
sippi and several surrounding States 
conduct weapons and maneuver train
ing each year. 

Due to the limited training area cur
rently available at Camp McCain, any 
firing of weapons larger than 30 cali
ber requires travel to other training 
sites resulting in great expense to the 
Government. In addition to solving 
the weapons firing problems, this new 
acquisition will provide terrain badly 
needed for maneuver areas for the 
new M-1 tank already deployed at 
Camp McCain because the tanks can 
now be used only for stationary train
ing, soldiers are experiencing loss of 

proficiency in their driving and firing
while-moving skills. 

Although I considered doing so, I did 
not off er this project for consideration 
during committee markup because the 
required environmental studies had 
not been completed. These studies 
have since been completed and I have 
been advised that there has been a 
finding of "no significant impact." 

Thus, there no longer seems to be 
any reason for delaying this land ac
quisition. The land owners are willing 
to sell at this time and, in fact, are 
wanting to know why the purchase is 
being delayed. The Army estimates 
that savings derived from this pur
chase will pay for the land in less than 
10 years. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe this will 
prove to be a very cost-effective ex
penditure of funds. Apparently, mem
bers of the Appropriations Committee 
feel the same since the funds for this 
project have been included in the 
fiscal year 86 military construction ap
propriations bill as reported, "subject 
to appropriations." 

For these reasons, I ask my col
leagues to support this amendment. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MONTGOMERY. I am glad to 
yield to the gentleman from Califor
nia. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
thank the gentleman for yielding. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, this is an 
amendment that was submitted after 
the committee carried out its responsi
bilities to mark up. The subcommittee 
reviewed the matter and agreed to 
support the gentleman's amendment. 
We have no objection and urge its ap
proval. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Mississippi [Mr. MONTGOM
ERY] . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MC DADE 

Mr. McDADE. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendment be con
sidered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the amendment is as fol

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MCDADE: Page 

53, line 5, insert before "and" the following: 
"plus $7,565,000 for facilities at Scranton/ 
Wilkes-Barre, Pennsylvania,". 

Mr. McDADE. Mr. Chairman, this is 
an amendment that I had to present 
for the consideration of the distin
guished chairman and ranking minori
ty member ·after the committee had 
completed its deliberations. It involves 
an effort to solve a safety problem 
that exists because the National 
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Guard has decided to put a new heli
copter unit in the State of Pennsylva
nia. The current facilities are not ade
quate to assure that the safety of the 
young men who must fly and maintain 
these choppers would be adequate 
unless we provide additional facilities. 

I have discussed this with the distin
guished chairman, the gentleman 
from California [Mr. DELLUMS] and I 
have discussed it as well with the 
ranking minority member, the gentle
man from Colorado CMr. KRAMER]. I 
am not aware of any objection to the 
amendment. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. McDADE. I will be delighted to 
yield to the gentleman from Calif or
nia, my friend. 

Mr. DELLUMS. I thank my col
leagues for yielding. 

The Chair would like to indicate, 
Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman did 
present this amendment. In fact, it 
was right after the markup. The gen
tleman was very concerned and raised 
an important safety matter. As a 
matter of fact, as I understand, some 
people lost their lives as a result of 
this situation. 

The gentleman also presented the 
amendment to the minority side. 
When the Chair convened a meeting 
of the full subcommittee to review all 
amendments, the gentleman's amend
ment was reviewed and the subcom
mittee agreed to accept the gentle
man's amendment. So it is not only 
this side, but the entire subcommittee 
sees the gentleman's amendment as 
meritorous, and we ask it be accepted. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Pennsylvania CMr. 
MCDADE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. BEVILL 

Mr. BEVILL. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendment be con
sidered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Alabama? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the amendment is as fol

lows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. BEVILL: Page 

53, line 5, insert before "and" the following: 
" plus $2,671,000 for facilities at various loca
tions in Alabama,". 

Mr. BEVILL. Mr. Chairman, this is 
an authorization for four Army Na
tional Guard armories to be included 
in the bill. The gentleman from Ala
bama CMr. NICHOLS] as well as the 
gentleman from Alabama CMr. 
SHELBY] and myself have consolidated 
this amendment for the three congres
sional districts involved. 

The Alabama Military Department 
points out that these are badly 
needed. I have discussed them with 

the chairman and the ranking minori
ty member, and as far as I know, there 
is no objection. As a matter of fact, we 
did not have the design already at the 
time the markup was held. The design 
is ready now, and Alabama is ready to 
make its local participation, which, as 
I understand it, is 25 percent. 

So I urge the committee to adopt 
the amendment. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BEVILL. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

D 1520 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, 

Members of the Committee, the chair 
would like to point out that this 
amendment also was reviewed by the 
subcommittee, and the members 
agreed to support and accept the gen
tleman's amendment. We have no ob
jection to the amendment on this side 
of the aisle. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Alabama CMr. BEVILL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SKELTON 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. SKELTON: Page 

53, line 5, insert before "and" the following: 
"plus $2,186,000 for facilities located in Mis
souri,". 

Mr. SKELTON <during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that the amendment be consid
ered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, with

out further explanation, I have dis
cussed this with the chairman. It deals 
with the DISCOM headquarters in 
Jefferson City, MO, Lexington, MO. 

I yield to the distinguished chair
man. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, this 
amendment was reviewed by the mem
bers of the subcommittee. The mem
bers chose to support the amendment. 
We have no objection to it and urge its 
adoption. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Missouri CMr. SKELTON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DAVIS 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DAVIS: Page 

53, line 11, strike out "$137,200,000" and 
insert in lieu thereof "$139,000,000". 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. Chairman, I would 
like to off er an amendment to winter
ize the dormitories at Phelps Collins 
Air National Guard Base in Alpena, 
MI. This is the kind of wise use of our 

precious defense resources that I know 
the American taxpayer would support 
as well as an opportunity to positively 
effect defense readiness. 

Phelps Collins ANG has been used 
for Guard training since 1953. It has 
an excellent reputation as an air train
ing facility, but suffers from some de
ficiencies in its buildings. 

The biggest problem revolves around 
its dormitories, which are not properly 
winterized. While Phelps Collins is a 
hustling, bustling center of activity 
during the warm weather months, 
training slows to a crawl during the 
winter. Northern Michigan winters 
make it prohibitive to use dormitories 
that are not insulated. If these dormi
tories were insulated, the Air National 
Guard would have additional training 
facilities that would increase Phelps 
Collins year-around capacity from 
6,000 to an estimated 10,000 personnel 
annually. In other words, for a rela
tively small amount of money we 
could increase this important facility's 
usefulness by almost double. It is rare 
when we are given an opportunity to 
get that much bang for our military 
buck. 

There is another important point 
that should be considered. There are 
only four permanent Air Guard train
ing sites in the country, and if there is 
no room for units to train here, units 
must be deployed overseas for train
ing. While there are some obvious ben
efits from sending a unit overseas for 
training, there is also one great disad
vantage-cost. If, by winterizing 
Phelps Collins, we can keep one unit 
from having to train overseas, we can 
probably save enough money to imme
diately offset this $1.8 million outlay. 
A side benefit, of course, is that the 
economic impact which accompanies 
an activity such as this occurs here in 
this country rather than overseas. 

Phelps Collins plays an important 
part in our total defense mission. It is 
a frequently used, popular site for 
guardsmen from all over the country. 
In one case, Phelps Collins played host 
to 59 F-15's and 1,300 personnel from 
the 1st Tactical Fighter Wing from 
Langley Air Force Base, VA. My 
amendment today is an important op
portunity to add substantially to 
Phelps Collins capabilities. 

Mr Chairman, I urge the adoption of 
this important amendment. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. DAVIS. I yield to the chairman. 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, as 

the gentleman said, this amendment 
entails a relatively small amount of 
money. It deals with a weatherizing 
program in an area that needs it, and 
members of the subcommittee believe 
that the gentleman's amendment is a 
meritorious one, and we have no objec
tion to the amendment and would 
urge its adoption. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 

the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Michigan CMr. DAVIS]. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. RICHARDSON 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, 
I offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. RICHARDSON: 

Page 53, line 5, insert before "and" the fol
lowing: "plus $755,000 for a facility in New 
Mexico,''. 

Mr. RICHARDSON <during the 
reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask unani
mous consent that the amendment be 
considered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New Mexico? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, 

first, I would like to commend my col
leagues, Mr. DELLUMS and Mr. KRAMER 
for their hard work on this legislation. 
Their efforts are appreciated by us all. 
I am offering an amendment to H.R. 
1409 today for Mr. SKEEN and myself 
to authorize an additional $755,000 for 
the construction of an Army armory in 
Hobbs, NM. 

Mr. Chairman, I hesitate to offer an 
amendment authorizing additional 
funds for anything at this time when 
we are giving such careful consider
ation to all budget requests. In this in
stance, however, I feel the ultimate 
result will mean a savings-rather 
than a deficit-to the Federal Treas
ury. 

Earlier this year, the State of New 
Mexico, in reasonable anticipation of 
receiving Federal funds for much
needed improvements at three New 
Mexico armories, appropriated match
ing funds of 25 percent for each facili
ty under consideration. The New 
Mexico Legislature appropriated 
$299,000 for the facility to be built 
outside of Hobbs. Believing it had 
clear assurances from the Federal 
Government on this project, the State 
proceeded to expend $15,604 on archi
tect/ engineer services for the pro
posed facility. The Federal Govern
ment also spent $29,000 to complete 
the design phase of the project-as 
clear an indication as I know that all 
signals were go for the Hobbs Armory. 

On top of these compelling facts, the 
proposed armory just outside of Hobbs 
is scheduled to replace two existing ar
mories which are in such a state of dis
repair, the construction of one new fa
cility will cost less than the renovation 
and operation of the two armories in 
the area. This proposed consolidation 
move is part of an overall effort by the 
Guard to improve efficiency and eff ec
tiveness at its armories-the National 
Guard anticipates a net savings in the 
long term as a result of the consolida
tion of the two existing facilities. 

Mr. Chairman, even if funds are not 
appropriated for this facility, there is 

a slim chance that it could receive 
funds if, for some reason, additional 
funds become available at DOD over 
the course of the fiscal year-but only 
if the project is authorized by us 
today. 

Obviously, everyone is ready to pro
ceed on this project-the State has ap
propriated the matching funds, the 
plans are complete, the initial invest
ment has been made by both the State 
and the Federal Government and, 
most importantly, the National Guard 
in New Mexico is in desperate need of 
new facilities. The project was not 
dropped from the DOD budget request 
for lack of need-need is clearly indi
cated in all plans and studies. It was 
dropped from the DOD military con
struction request simply because not 
enough funds were anticipated to meet 
military construction needs in fiscal 
year 1986. While we are hoping DOD 
will come back with a request for fiscal 
year 1987, we are uncertain whether 
the State matching funds will still be 
around to supplement the building of 
the facility. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
amendment which is important to 
both New Mexico and the training and 
military preparedness of our national 
guardsmen. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, as 
the gentleman explained, this is a 
project that has already received pri
ority in that it was scheduled to be in 
the military construction authoriza
tion bill for fiscal year 1987. 

The gentleman presented the sub
committee with a number of reasons 
why that program ought to be moved 
from fiscal year 1987 to fiscal year 
1986, and the subcommittee sees no 
objection to it. We would urge its 
adoption. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from New Mexico CMr. RICHARD
SON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. Are there further 

amendments to title VII? 
If not, the Clerk will designate title 

VIII. 
The text of title VIII is as follows: 
TITLE VIII-GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEC. 801. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR CERTAIN 
PILOT PROGRAMS. 

fa) BUILD-TO-LEASE PROGR.AM.-Paragraph 
f9) of section 2828fg) of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by striking out "Oc
tober 1, 1985" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"September 30, 1986". 

fb) RENTAL GUARANTEE PROGRAM.-Subsec
tion fh) of section 802 of the Military Con
struction Authorization Act, 1984 f Public 
Law 98-115; 97 Stat. 783, 789), is amended 
by striking out "September 30, 1985" and in
serting in lieu thereof "September 30, 1986". 

SEC. 801. FAMILY HOl'S/NG OCCl"PA .VT LIABILITY. 

fa) LIABILITY FOR FAILURE To CLEAN SATIS
FACTORILY.-Subsection fa) of section 2775 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended-

f 1) by inserting "fl)" aJter "fa)"; and 
f2) by adding at the end thereof the follow

ing new paragraph: 
"f2J A member of the annedforces-
"fAJ who is assigned or provided a family 

housing unit; and 
"f BJ who fails to clean satisfactorily that 

housing unit fas detennined under regula
tions prescribed by the Secretary of Defense) 
upon tennination of the assignment or pro
vision of that housing unit, 
shall be liable to the United States for the 
cost of cleaning made necessary as a result 
of that failure. ". 

fb) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-fl) Subsec
tion fb) of such section is amended by in
serting "fin the case of liability under sub
section fa)(l))" aJter "including". 

f2) Subsection fc)( 1J of such section is 
amended by striking out "subsection fa)" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "subsection 
faHV, or the cost of any cleaning made nec
essary by a failure to clean satisfactorily a 
family housing unit referred to in subsec
tion fa)(2J, ". 

f3) Subsection fd) of such section is 
amended by inserting "or failure to clean 
satisfactorily a family housing unit" aJter 
"for the equipment or furnishings of a 
family housing unitJ ". 

f4J Subsection fe) of such section is 
amended to read as follows: 

"fe) The Secretary of Defense shall pre
scribe regulations to carry out this section. 
Such regulations shall include-

"f 1) regulations for detennining the cost 
of repairs and replacements made necessary 
as the result of abuse or negligence for which 
a member is liable under subsection fa)( V; 

"f2) regulations for detennining the cost 
of cleaning made necessary as a result of the 
failure to clean satisfactorily for which a 
member is liable under subsection fa)(2J; 
and 

"f 3) provisions for limitations of liability, 
the compromise or waiver of claims, and the 
collection of amounts owed under this sec
tion.". 

fc) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.-fl) The head
ing of such section is amended to read as 
follows: 
"§ 2775. Liabilitg of member• auigned to militarg 

hou1ing''. 
f2) The item relating to such section in the 

table of sections at the beginning of chapter 
165 of such title is amended to read as fol
lows: 
"2775. Liability of members assigned to 

military housing.". 

SEC. SOJ. PREOCCUPANCY TERM/NAT/ON COSTS. 

fa) IN GENERAL.-Section 2828fd) of title 
10, United States Code, is amended-

fl) by inserting "fl)" aJter "fdJ"; and 
f2) by adding the following new paragraph 

at the end thereof: 
"f2) The Secretary may enter into an 

agreement under this paragraph in connec
tion with a lease entered into under subsec
tion fc). Any such agreement shall be for any 
period not in excess of three years and shall 
be for the purpose of compensating a devel
oper for any costs resulting from the tenni
nation of the lease during the construction 
of the housing units that are to be occupied 
pursuant to the lease. Any agreement en
tered into under this paragraph shall in
clude a provision that the obligation of the 
United States to make payments under the 
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agreement in any fiscal year is subject to the 
availability of appropriations. ". 

fb) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc
tober 1, 1985. 
Sf:C llOI. ACTIVITIES l .VCl,l 'DED WITHIN AUTHORIZA· 

T/ONS FOR MILITARY FAMILY HOUSING. 

fa) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION OF 
FAMILY HOUSING.-Section 2821 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding 
at the end thereof the following new subsec
tion: 

" fdJ Amounts authorized by law for con
struction and acquisition of military family 
housing and facilities include amounts for

" ( 1J minor construction; 
" f2J improvements to existing military 

family housing units and facilities; 
" f3J relocation of military family housing 

units under section 2827 of this title; and 
" f4J architectural and engineering services 

and construction design. ". 
fb) FAMILY HOUSING SUPPORT.-(JJ Chapter 

169 of such title is amended by adding alter 
section 2832 the following new section: 
"§ 2833. Familg hou1ing 1upport 

"Amounts authorized by law for support 
of military family housing include amounts 
for-

" f 1J operating expenses; 
" (2) leasing expenses; 
" f 3) maintenance of real property ex

penses; 
" f4J payments of principal and interest on 

mortgage debts incurred; and 
" f5) payments of mortgage insurance pre

miums authorized under section 222 of the 
National Housing Act f12 U.S.C. 1715m). ". 

f2J The table of sections at the beginning 
of subchapter I I of such chapter is amended 
by adding alter the item relating to section 
2832 the following new item: 
" 2833. Family housing support.". 
SEC. 805. DOMESTIC FAMILY HOUSING LIMITATIONS. 

fa) IN GENERAL.-Section 2828fb)(3) of title 
10, United States Code, is amended-

(JJ by striking out " f3) Not " and inserting 
in lieu thereof "f3HAJ Except as provided in 
subparagraph fBJ, not"; and 

f2) by adding the following new subpara
graph at the end thereof· 

" fBJ During fiscal years 1986 and 1987, 
the number of housing units that may be 
leased pursuant to the provisions of sub
paragraph fAJ may be increased by 500 units 
for each such fiscal year. The Secretary con
cerned shall provide written notification to 
the Committees on Armed Services of the 
Senate and House of Representatives con
cerning the location, purpose, and cost of 
the additional units permitted by this sub
paragraph. Such notification shall be made 
periodically as the leases are entered into.". 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc
tober 1, 1985. 
SEC. 806. SALE-AND-REPLACEMENT TRANSACTIONS. 

(a) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR SALE-AND· 
REPLACEMENT TRANSACTIONS.-Section 807fc) 
of the Military Construction Authorization 
Act, 1984 f Public Law No. 98.115; 97 Stat. 
786), is amended by striking out " October 1, 
1985 " and inserting in lieu thereof "October 
1, 1986". 

fb) APPROVAL OF TRANSACTIONS.-The Secre
tary of Defense may carry out the following 
sale-and-replacement transactions under the 
provisions of section 2667a of title 10, 
United States Code: 

f 1 J The sale and replacement of warehous
ing facilities at Schofield Barracks, Hawaii. 

f2J The sale and replacement of a noncom
missioned officers professional education 

center, a band center, and a combat oper
ations center at March Air Force Base, Cali
fornia. 
SEC. 807. TURN-KEY SELECTION PROCEDURES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Chapter 169 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding 
at the end of subchapter III the following 
new section: 
"§ Z86Z. Turn-keg 1election procedure• 

"(a)(J) The Secretaries of the military de
partments, with the approval of the Secre
tary of Defense, may use one-step turn-key 
selection procedures for the purpose of enter
ing into contracts for the construction of 
authorized military construction projects. 

"(2) In this section, 'one-step turn-key se
lection procedures' means procedures used 
for the selection of a contractor on the basis 
of price and other evaluation criteria to per
form, in accordance with the provisions of a 
firm fixed-price contract, both the design 
and construction of a facility using per
formance specifications supplied by the Sec
retary concerned. 

"fb) The Secretary of a military depart
ment may not, during any fiscal year, enter 
into more than three contracts for military 
construction projects using procedures au
thorized by this section. 

" (c) The authority of a Secretary of a mili
tary department under this section shall 
expire on October 1, 1991. ". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-The table of 
sections at the beginning of such subchapter 
is amended by adding alter the item relating 
to section 2861 the following: 
"2862. Turn-key selection procedures. " . 

(C) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc
tober 1, 1985. 
SEC. 808. COMMUNITY PLANNING ASSISTANCE. 

The Secretary of Defense may use funds 
appropriated for fiscal year 1986 for plan
ning and design purposes to provide com
munity planning assistance when local re
sources are not sufficient, by grant or other
wise, as follows: 

f V To assist communities located near 
newly established Light Infantry Division 
Posts, $2,000,000. 

f2) To assist communities located near 
newly established homeports under the 
Naval Strategic Dispersal Program, 
$3,000,000. 
SEC. 809. MADIGAN ARMY MEDICAL CENTER. FORT 

LEWIS WASHINGTON. 
fa) IN GENERAL.-Section 601 fc) of the 

Military Construction Authorization Act, 
1985 f Public Law 98-407; 98 Stat. 1512), is 
amended by striking out "and the amount 
specified in subsection fb)" and inserting in 
lieu thereof ", the amount speci.fied in sub
section fbHV, and $326,800,000 fthe amount 
authorized for the construction of the Mad
igan Army Medical Center, Fort Lewis, 
Washington)". 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendment 
made by this section shall become effective 
on October 1, 1985. 
SEC. 810. INTERSERV/CE EXCHANGES. 

Section 2571 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end 
thereof the following new subsection: 

" fdJ No agency or official of the executive 
branch of the Federal Government may es
tablish any regulation, program, or policy or 
take any other action which precludes, di
rectly or indirectly, the Secretaries con
cerned from carrying out this section.". 
SEC. HJJ. PLAN FOR CLEANUP Of' ROCKY MOl NTAIN 

ARSA'NAL 
faJ IN GENERAL.-The Secretary of the 

Army shall develop and transmit, by Decem-

ber 31, 1985, to the Congress a report setting 
forth a comprehensive plan for completing 
the cleanup of contaminated sites, struc
tures, equipment, and natural resources at 
or near the Rocky Mountain Arsenal near 
Denver, Colorado, by September 30, 1993. 

fb) SPECIFIC REQUJREMENTS.-ln such plan, 
the Secretary shall-

( V describe in detail the various phases 
for the project, along with the completion 
dates and a priority ranking of the goals for 
each such phase; 

(2) provide cost estimates for each such 
phase and for the total project,· 

(3) provide findings and conclusions 
reached as a result of consultation, before 
the transmittal of the plan, with State and 
local officials fincluding officials of water 
districts) and the general public; 

f4) provide that consultation and coordi
nation with such officials and the general 
public will be carried out throughout the 
process of cleaning up the Arsenal; 

(5) provide for priority cleanup of-
f A) the most seriously contaminated areas 

at the Arsenal, including the areas known as 
Basin F, Basin A, and section 36; 

fBJ other areas at the Arsenal which 
should be a/forded priority treatment for the 
benefit of the general public, including the 
areas known as sections 7, 8, 11, and 12; and 

fCJ any sites, structures, equipment, or 
natural resources located outside the Arse
nal that have been contaminated by activi
ties carried out at the Arsenal; 

(6) provide for the cleanup of the areas de
scribed in paragraph (5) without regard to 
whether a final disposal site for hazardous 
substances from the Arsenal has been select
ed; 

(7) establish, as a priority, the use of 
waste-treatment technologies that will 
reduce significantly the amount and toxici
ty level of hazardous substances at or near 
the Arsenal; 

(8) provide for selection of a final disposal 
site for hazardous substances from the Arse
nal in a manner that will take into consid
eration sites, within and outside of Colora
do, that-

fA) are geologically suitable to serve as 
such a disposal site; and 

fB) are located within areas the governing 
bodies of which have expressed a willingness 
to have such a disposal site located therein; 

f9) provide that all activities in the plan 
will be carried out in compliance with the 
requirements of applicable Federal and 
State environmental laws, but, in the case of 
State laws, only to the extent that such laws 
are in effect on May 15, 1985; 

(10) provide findings and conclusions 
reached as a result of studying the feasibili
ty and cost of cleansing groundwater on an 
expedited basis at the sources of contamina
tion on the Arsenal; and 

f1V include a statement concerning any 
reprogramming or supplemental appropria
tion of funds that may be necessary for 
fiscal year 1986 in order to assure an expedi
tious implementation of the plan. 
SEC. 811. PROJECT AMOUNT FOR FORT DRL'M, lVEW 

YORK. 

fa) IN GENERAL.-The amount established 
for a project at Fort Drum, New York, by 
section 101 of the Military Construction Au
thorization Act, 1985 f Public Law 98-407; 98 
Stat. 1495) is hereby increased by 
$82,500,000. 

fbJ FuNDING.-Funds appropriated to the 
Department of Defense for fiscal years before 
fiscal year 1985 for military construction 
functions of the Army that remain available 
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for obligation are hereby authorized to be 
made available, to the extent provided in 
appropriation Acts, for the military con
struction project described in subsection (aJ, 
in the amount of $82,500,000. 

(C) COST OF PROJECTS.-Notwithstanding 
the cost variations authorized by section 
2853 of title 10, United States Code, and any 
other cost variations authorized by law, the 
limit established by section 601 fcJ of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act, 
1985, on the total cost of all projects carried 
out under section 101 of that Act is hereby 
increased by $82,500,000. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.-This section shall 
take effect on October 1, 1985. 
SEC. 813. MATERIAL AT NAVAL BASE, NORFOLK, YIR

GINIA. 
The Secretary of the Navy may provide, 

without compensation, to the City of Nor
folk, Virginia, not more than 50,000 cubic 
yards of dredged material located at the 
Naval Base, Norfolk, Virginia, if such city 
agrees to bear all costs and liabilities associ
ated with loading, transporting, using, or 
otherwise handling such materiaL 
SEC. 81'. LAND CONVEYANCE TO THE UNITED 

STATES OLYMPIC COMMl1TEE; COLO· 
RADO SPRINGS. COLORADO. 

fa) IN GENERAL.-Subject to subsections fbJ 
and fcJ, the Secretary of the Air Force fhere
ina/ter in this section referred to as the 
"Secretary") is authorized to convey to the 
United States Olympic Committee, without 
monetary consideration, all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to the 
approximately 3.98 acres of land and im
provements near Colorado Springs, Colora
do, that are being leased to such Committee 
by the Secretary pursuant to section 806 of 
the Military Construction Authorization 
Act, 1980. 

fbJ CoNDITIONs.-The conveyance described 
in subsection fa) shall be subject-

(1) to the condition that the land and im
provements so conveyed shall be used by the 
United States Olympic Committee solely for 
facilities and activities of such Committee; 

(2) to the condition that if such land and 
improvements are not used for the purpose 
described in paragraph ( 1 J, all right, title, 
and interest in and to them shall revert to 
the United States, which shall have the right 
of immediate entry thereon; and 

f3J to such other conditions as the Secre
tary may prescribe to protect the interests of 
the United States. 

(c) DESCRIPTION OF LA.ND.-The exact de
scription of the land and improvements de
scribed in subsection fa) shall be determined 
by a survey approved by the Secretary. 
SEC. 815. ALTERATION IN TRAILER PARK EXPAN

SION, HANSCOM AIR FORCE BASE, MAS
SA CHUSE17'S. 

faJ IN GENERAL.-ln providing for the trail
er park at Hanscom Air Force Base, Massa
chusetts, and the expansion of such park as 
authorized by section 302 of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act, 1985, the 
Secretary of the Air Force may enter into an 
agreement with the Massachusetts Port Au
thority to terminate leasehold rights of the 
Department of the Air Force in exchange 
for-

( 1 J leasehold rights to other land held by 
such Authority; and 

(2J the construction, by such Authority or 
its designee, of roads, utilities, and trailer 
pads on such other land in accordance with 
specifications made by the Secretary. 

fbJ LTMITATTON.-The termination of the 
leasehold rights by the Secretary shall not 
become effective until the completion of the 
construction described in subsection fa)(2J. 

SEC. 816. TRANSFERS CONCERNING THE SECRETARY 
OFTHEARMY. 

(a) TRANSFER TO THE SECRETARY OF THE 
ARMY.-The Administrator of General Serv
ices shall transfer, without reimbursement, 
to the Secretary of the Army a tract fwith 
any improvements thereon) of 18.5 acres 
(more or lessJ adjacent to Fort McNair in 
the District of Columbia. 

(b) TRANSFER BY THE SECRETARY OF THE 
ARMY.-Upon the relocation of the Army In
telligence and Security Command and other 
defense activities from Arlington Hall Sta
tion to new quarters, the Secretary of the 
Army shall transfer, without reimbursement, 
approximately 72 acres of the tract of land 
known as Arlington Hall Station, together 
with improvements thereon, to the Secretary 
of State to be used as a center for training 
in foreign a/fairs, and for other purposes as 
deemed appropriate by the Secretary of 
State. 
SEC. 817. LAND EXCHANGE, JACKSONYILLE, FLORIDA. 

fa) IN GENERAL.-Subject to subsections fbJ 
through (/), the Secretary of the Navy fhere
ina/ter in this section referred to as the 
"Secretary") is authorized to convey to the 
NEW MET Company fhereinajter in this 
section referred to as the "Company") all 
right, title, and interest of the United States 
in and to approximately 39.5 acres of unim
proved land comprising a portion of the 
Naval Station, Mayport, Florida, located ad
jacent to the Ribault Bay Village Navy hous
ing area. 

fbJ CoNSJDERATION.-ln consideration for 
the conveyance by the Secretary under sub
section fa), the Company shall convey to the 
United States a parcel of land consisting of 
approximately 31. 7 acres located in the vi
cinity of the Ribault Bay Village Navy hous
ing area. 

(c) OBLIGATIONS OF PARTIES.-The spec'i/ic 
obligations of the Secretary and the Compa
ny are set forth in a memorandum of under
standing between the parties dated February 
19, 1985. 

(d) PAYMENT BY THE COMPANY.-[/ the fair 
market value of the land conveyed under 
subsection fa) exceeds the fair market value 
of the land conveyed under subsection fbJ, 
as determined by the Secretary, the Compa
ny shall pay the difference to the United, 
States. 

feJ SURVEY.-The exact acreages and legal 
descriptions of the lands to be conveyed 
under this section shall be determined by 
surveys which are satisfactory to the Secre
tary. The cost of any such survey shall be 
borne by the Company. 

(/)ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the 
transaction authorized by this section as the 
Secretary considers appropriate to protect 
the interests of the United States. 
SEC. 818. CONVEYANCE OF LAND AT NAVAL WEAP

ONS STATION, CHARLESTON, SOUTH 
CAROLINA. 

(a) AUTHORITY TO CONVEY.-Subject to sub
sections fbJ through (gJ, the Secretary of the 
Navy fhereina/ter in this section referred to 
as the "Secretary") is authorized to convey 
to the Westvaco Corporation rthe principal 
address and place of business of which is 
299 Park Avenue, New York, New York, and 
hereina/ter in this section referred to as the 
"Corporation "J all right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to approximate
ly 47.83 acres of improved land comprising 
that portion of the Navy Weapons Station, 
Charleston, South Carolina, located at Re
mount Road and Virginia Avenue, in the 
city of North Charleston. 

fbJ CoNSJDERATTON.-ln consideration for 
the conveyance authorized by subsection 
faJ, the Corporation shall pay all costs for 
construction and occupancy by the Navy of 
"in kind" facilities to replace those on the 
land to be conveyed. The replacement facili
ties shall be constructed by the Navy on the 
Naval Weapons Station described in subsec
tion fa) at a site to be determined by the 
Secretary. 

(C) OBLIGATIONS OF PARTIES.-The specific 
obligations of the Secretary and the Corpo· 
ration are set forth in a memorandum of un
derstanding between the parties that became 
effective April 17, 1985. The Secretary is au
thorized to receive, obligate, and disburse 
funds received under subsection fbJ to cover 
design, construction, relocation, and related 
costs specified in the memorandum of un
derstanding. 

(d) VACATING PROPERTY.-Upon completion 
and occupancy of the replacement facilities 
by the Navy and payment of all costs by the 
Corporation, the Navy shall promptly 
vacate the property described in subsection 
fa) and convey it by quitclaim deed to the 
Corporation. 

(e) PAYMENT OF ANY EXCESS.-[/ the fair 
market value of the improved land conveyed 
under subsection (aJ exceeds the consider
ation paid under subsection fbJ, as deter
mined by the Secretary, the Corporation 
shall pay the difference to the United States. 

(/)LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF LA.ND.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of any land 
conveyed under this section shall be deter
mined by a survey which is satisfactory to 
the Secretary. The cost of such survey shall 
be borne by the Corporation. 

(g) ADDITIONAL TERMS.-The Secretary may 
require such additional terms and condi
tions under this section as the Secretary 
considers appropriate to protect the interest 
of the United States. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DELLUMS 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 

offer an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DELLuMs: 

Page 59, line 5, strike out "Section" and 
insert in lieu thereof "Effective as of Sep
tember 30, 1985, section". 

Page 64, line 20, strike out "1985" and 
insert in lieu thereof "1986". 

Mr. DELLUMS <during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that the amendment be consid
ered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, this 

amendment is strictly technical in 
nature; it simply corrects clerical and 
printing errors in the bill; it changes 
no substantive provision. I ask that 
the amendment be agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from California CMr. DELLUMS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. WHITEHURST 
Mr. WHITEHURST. Mr. Chairman, 

I off er an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. WHITEHURST: 

Page 54, line 13. strike out "Secretary of De-
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fense" and insert in lieu thereof "Secretary 
of Defense or Secretary of Transportation 
with respect to the Coast Guard when it is 
not operating as a service in the Navy". 

Page 54, after line 17, insert the following: 
(b) AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY OF TRANSPOR

TATION.-Section 2775 of such title is amend
ed-

< 1 > in subsections <a> and <b>. by inserting 
after " the Secretary of Defense" the follow
ing: "and the Secretary of Transportation 
when the Coast Guard is not operating as a 
service in the Navy"; and 

<2> in subsection Cd), by inserting after "or 
defense agency concerned" the following: ", 
or the operating expenses account of the 
Coast Guard, as appropriate". 

Page 54, line 18, strike out "Cb>" and insert 
in lieu thereof "Cc)". 

Page 55, line 7, insert after "Defense" the 
following: ", and the Secretary of Transpor
tation when the Coast Guard is not operat
ing as a service in the Navy,". 

Page 55, line 21, strike out "Cc)" and insert 
in lieu thereof "Cd)". 

Mr. WHITEHURST <during the 
reading). Mr. Chairman, I ask unani
mous consent that the amendment be 
considered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WHITEHURST. Mr. Chairman, 

this amendment would extend author
ity for the Secretary of Transporta
tion to collect for damages to Govern
ment-furnished quarters and related 
equipment and furnishings adminis
tered by the Coast Guard. The current 
law authorizes the Department of De
fense to collect for damages to quar
ters controlled by the Department and 
to credit the funds collected to the 
family housing and operational ac
count of the appropriate service. The 
Department of Transportation does 
not have that same authority with re
spect to the Coast Guard. To date, the 
Coast Guard has had to absorb annual 
losses of approximately $70,000 due to 
this oversight. 

I consider this as really a conform
ing amendment since the existing lan
guage of section 2775 technically in
cludes the Coast Guard, and my 
amendment would merely clarify that 
the Secretary of Transportation could 
take action with respect to the Coast 
Guard when it is not operating as a 
service in the Navy. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. WHITEHURST. I yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, 
Members of the Committee, the distin
guished gentleman from Virginia CMr. 
WHITEHURST] is a very diligent and 
hard-working member of the subcom
mittee; one of the senior members of 
the full Committee on Armed Services. 
He offered this amendment; we re
viewed the amendment to make cer
tain that we were within our appropri
ate committee jurisdiction, and the 
way the amendment is written and 

presented, Mr. Chairman, it conforms 
with the jurisdiction. We have no ob
jection, and urge its approval. 

Mr. WHITEHURST. I thank the 
chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Virginia [Mr. WHITEHURST]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. SKELTON 

Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. SKELTON: Add 

the following new section at the end of title 
VIII <page 71, after line 9): 
SEC. 819. ARCHITECTURAL AND ENGINEERING 

SERVICES RELATED TO CONSTRUC
TION OF NATIONAL GUARD ARMOR
IES. 

(a) CONTRIBUTIONS TO STATES.-Subsection 
Ce) of section 2233 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 

"Ce> The Secretary of Defense may pro
cure, or contribute to any State such 
amounts as the Secretary determines to be 
necessary to procure, architectural and en
gineering services and construction design 
in connection with facilities to be estab
lished or developed under this chapter 
which are not otherwise authorized by law." 

Cb) AMOUNT OF CONTRIBUTION.-Subsection 
Cb> of section 2236 of such title is amended 
to read as follows: 

"Cb> A contribution made for an armory 
under section 2233<a> (4) or (5) of this title 
may not exceed the sum of-

"Cl) 100 percent of the cost of architectur
al, engineering and design services <includ
ing advance architectural, engineering and 
design services under section 2233Ce> of this 
title>; and 

"(2) a percentage of the cost of construc
tion <exclusive of the cost of architectural, 
engineering and design services) calculated 
so that upon completion of construction the 
total contribution <including the contribu
tion for architectural, engineering and 
design services) equals 75 percent of the 
total cost of construction <including the cost 
of architectural, engineering and design 
services). 
For the purpose of computing the cost of 
construction under this subsection, the 
amount contributed by the State or Terri
tory, Puerto Rico, or the District of Colum
bia, whichever is concerned, may not in
clude the cost or market value of any real 
property that it has contributed." 

(C) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc
tober 1, 1985. 

Mr. SKELTON <during the reading). 
Mr. Chairmtm, I ask unanimous con
sent that the amendment be consid
ered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Missouri? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, the 

purpose of this amendment is to 
permit the Secretary of Defense to ad
vance to a State in connection with a 
contribution under section 2233 of 
title X for the construction of Nation
al Guard facilities, 100 percent of that 
cost of architectural, engineering and 

design services related to the construc
tion. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, may I point out 
that this proposed amendment would 
break the logjam that now exists by 
permitting the Secretary of Defense to 
advance 100 percent of the cost for ar
chitectural, engineering and design 
services for these projects such as ar
mories and the like. It would not 
change the present, overall cost-shar
ing ratio of 75/25 percent. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. SKELTON. I yield to the gentle
man. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, the 
gentleman's amendment adds no addi
tional funds to the amendment. It is a 
language change amendment, the au
thority to advance Federal funds for 
architect and engineering services for 
design of National Guard armories on 
a reimbursable basis. 

The subcommittee has reviewed the 
gentleman's amendment and believes 
the language is meritorious and we 
urge the adoption of the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Missouri CMr. SKELTON]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike the last word. I wish to 
engage the chairman in a short collo
quy. 

Mr. Chairman, the Members of the 
Missouri delegation are interested in a 
project in the St. Louis area, and I 
raise this issue because my colleague 
and friend, Congressman YouNG from 
the St. Louis area is presently out of 
the country on business at this time, 
and there is the proposed project of 
renovating and putting back in better 
mobilization state the facility to man
ufacture ammunition in the St. Louis 
area, and I wish to direct this to the 
chairman; I know he is familiar with 
it, and would appreciate his comments 
at this time. 

Mr. DELLUMS. I thank the gentle
man for yielding to me, and I appreci
ate the gentleman's concern about the 
well-being of my colleague's interest, 
who happens to be out of the country 
on important business. 

Our staff has conversed with the 
gentleman's staff; and we have learned 
that the gentleman is prepared to 
submit the project in fiscal year 1987, 
and we have assured the gentleman 
that his request will receive serious 
consideration and hopefully be incor
porated into the fiscal year 1987 mili
tary construction budget. 

So we appreciate the gentleman's 
concern, as we understand that his 
prerogatives are being preserved, and 
we will simply move it back to next 
year's authorization bill. 

Mr. SKELTON. That is certainly 
fine. I appreciate the gentleman's con-
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sideration and his understanding on 
this issue. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DANIEL 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

an amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DANIEL: At the 

end of t he title VIII (page 71, after line 9> 
add the following new section: 
SEC. 819. FURNISHING OF BEDDING FOR HOME

LESS. 
Section 2546 of title 10, United States 

Code, is amended-
<1 > by redesignating subsection Cd> as sub

section <e>; and 
<2> by inserting after subsection <c> the 

following new subsection Cd>: 
"Cd> The Secretary concerned may provide 

bedding for support of shelters for the 
homeless that are operated by entities other 
than the Department of Defense. Bedding 
may be provided under this subsection with
out reimbursement, but may only be provid
ed to the extent that the Secretary deter
mines that the provision of such bedding 
will not interfere with military require
ments.". 

Mr. DANIEL <during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that the amendment be consid
ered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Virginia? 

There was no objection. 

0 1530 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. Chairman, as the 

Members will recall, 2 years ago I of
fered a floor amendment to the De
fense Authorization Act, 1984 <sec. 
305, Public Law 98-94) giving the Sec
retary of Defense authority to assist 
efforts to provide shelter for the 
homeless. Specifically, it authorized 
the Secretary of Defense to repair and 
rehabilitate Department of Defense 
CDODJ facilities to make them more 
suitable for use as shelters. In addi
tion, my amendment gave DOD the 
authority to spend money to provide 
transportation, bedding, utilities, secu
rity and insurance incidental to the es
tablishment of a shelter. 

Since that time, some progress has 
been made. Eight shelters have been 
opened and negotiations are underway 
for seven more. Altogether, DOD has 
spent over $1.7 million and this level 
of funding will steadily increase as the 
program becomes more established in 
the years ahead. 

At the same time, however, I have 
been somewhat concerned about the 
lack of progress at some sites due to 
the reluctance of communities and 
charitable organizations to operate 
available facilities as shelters for the 
homeless. For example, DOD spent 
$200,000 to rehabilitate a barracks at 
Camp Parks, CA, but repeated efforts 
to find a qualified party to operate a 
shelter there have been unsuccessful. I 
think it is important to remember that 
DOD can only be a partner in these ef
forts. DOD can provide the facilities 

and pay some of the support costs, but 
DOD cannot manage or operate the 
shelters. This partnership can only 
work if communities and charitable or
ganizations are willing to come forth 
with the assistance and effort needed 
to make an available facility into a 
functioning shelter. 

The amendment I am offering today 
addresses an effort by DOD to in
crease its assistance of the homeless. 
For some time, DOD has been provid
ing cots and blankets to non-DOD 
shelters on the basis of a temporary 
loan. Currently, DOD has about 2,000 
cots and 4,000 blankets on loan to vari
ous shelters around the country. 

By law, DOD cannot provide cots 
and blankets outright and this creates 
a number of problems. First, a tempo
rary loan of cots or blankets is patent
ly unrealistic and DOD does not 
expect to have these items returned 
after use by the homeless. Second, the 
accounting process involved with a 
temporary loan results in a lot cf un
necessary red tape. For example, every 
90 days, the Defense Logistics Agency 
is required to send out inspectors to 
verify the need to continue the loan. 
In addition, the stock fund carries 
these items as "open items" re4uiring 
reimbursement, but it is not legal to 
reimburse the stock fund from the 
O&M account for this purpose. 

My amendment would remedy this 
situation by authorizing DOD to pro
vide bedding to non-DOD shelters on a 
nonreimbursable basis. This will elimi
nate the need for "temporary loans" 
of these items and the resulting un
necessary bookkeeping and redtape. 
Finally, it will allow the O&M account 
to reimburse the stock fund for the 
cots and blankets provided so that 
they can be replaced with newer items. 

In sum, my amendment supports 
DOD efforts to provide cots and blan
kets to non-DOD shelters as "free 
issue" items to the extent that it does 
not interfere with military require
ments. Cold weather is almost upon us 
and the adoption of my amendment 
will insure that DOD is able to provide 
the maximum amount of assistance to 
these unfortunate people in their time 
of greatest need. 

I urge the adoption of my amend
ment. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DANIEL. I yield to the subcom
mittee chairman, the gentleman from 
California [Mr. DELLUMS]. 

Mr. DELLUMS. I thank the gentle
man for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman [Mr. 
DANIEL] is offering, in the Chair's esti
mation, a meritorious amendment. 

What the gentleman seeks to do is to 
amend that portion of the bill to 
enable the Department of Defense to 
provide blankets and cots to nine DOD 
shelters for the homeless without re-

imbursement. This happens to be the 
"last train leaving." 

My distinguished colleague is the 
chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Readiness of the Committee on Armed 
Services which has as its jurisdiction 
the operation and maintenance ac
count. 

The gentleman is simply offering an 
amendment to this bill that by virtue 
of how it is written is appropriate in 
this bill. We think it is meritorious, 
and we have no objection whatsoever, 
and we urge enthusiastic support of 
the amendment of the gentleman 
from Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. I thank the gentleman 
for his comments. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. KRAMER 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. KRAMER: Page 

62, line 26, insert after "Basin A," the fol
lowing: "the South Plants Area,". 

Page 64, line 3, strike out ", but" and all 
that follows through line 5 and insert in lieu 
thereof a semicolon. 

Mr. KRAMER <during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that the amendment be consid
ered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Colorado? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, this 

amendment is technical in nature. It 
simply is intended to clarify the intent 
of section 811 of H.R. 1409. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge approval of 
the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Colorado CMr. KRAMER]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. PENNY 

Mr. PENNY. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment Offered By Mr. PENNY: At 

the end of title VIII, add the following new 
section: 
SEC. 819. LIMITATION ON TOTAL APPROPRIATIONS 

AUTHORIZED BY TITLES I THROUGH 
VIII. 

Notwithstanding any other provision of 
this Act, the total amount authorized to be 
appropriated by this Act shall not exceed 
$8,405,206,000. 

Mr. PENNY <during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that the amendment be consid
ered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Minnesota? 

Mr. KRAMER. Reserving the right · 
to object, Mr. Chairman, may I ask 
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the gentleman what the nature of the 
amendment is? 

Mr. PENNY. If the gentleman will 
yield. it is a freeze at fiscal year 1985 
levels. 

Mr. KRAMER. Mr. Chairman, I 
object. 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection is 
heard. 

The Clerk will continue to read. 
The Clerk concluded the reading of 

the amendment. 
Mr. PENNY. Mr. Chairman. I offer 

this amendment together with my col
league from Michigan CMr. PuRSELL]. 
We all know that in this House au
thorizations fuel appropriations. If we 
continue to increase authorization 
levels as we have done in this military 
construction bill. we are going to lock 
ourselves into higher appropriation 
levels than we can afford in future 
years. 

We have huge Federal budget defi
cits facing this Nation, and many of us 
in this House felt that one way to stop 
those deficits from growing is to freeze 
the budget across the board. 

So far this year we have offered 
freeze amendments to most appropria
tions and authorization bills that have 
been brought forward. In almost every 
instance those amendments have been 
adopted. and in fact in many instances 
we have reduced spending in those 
measures below last year's levels. 

In this area, in the area of military 
construction, we have seen phenome
nal growth in the last 5 years. There 
has been a 250-percent increase in 
funding in this area of the Federal 
budget in just that 5-year timeframe. 
So if there is any one area in the 
budget where we certainly can live 
within a freeze level, it ought to be the 
military construction authorization 
programs. 

In addition. we are now in confer
ence committee with the other body 
on something called Hollings-Gramm
Rudman. That proposal will require us 
to make across-the-board reductions in 
the next several fiscal years in which 
we exceed certain spending targets. 
Those spending targets call for us to 
reduce by $36 billion per year the Fed
eral deficit until we reach a balanced 
budget. 

That is going to call for us to make 
some tough choices in the Federal 
budget. I think we can begin by 
making those tough choices here in 
the military construction bill today. 
and I advocate adoption of this freeze. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. DELLUMS AS A SUB

STITUTE FOR THE AMENDMENT OFFERED BY 
MR. PENNY 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment as a substitute 
for the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DELLUMS as a 

substitute for the amendment offered by 
Mr. PENNY: Add the following new section 

at the end of title VIII <page 71 , after line 
9): 
SEC. 819. LIMITATION ON AUTHORIZATIONS OF AP· 

PROPRIATIONS. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

this Act, the maximum amount authorized 
to be appropriated by this Act is $9,200,000. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
would first like to commend my distin
guished colleague for offering his 
amendment. Certainly in my estima
tion. the thrust of the amendment is 
meritorious. We have chosen to offer a 
substitute amendment rather than 
challenging my colleague's amend
ment. simply reiterating why we are 
offering this amendment. With your 
indulgence. Mr. Chairman and mem
bers of the committee, I would like to 
rehash recent history. 

The President of the United States 
submitted to the Congress a military 
construction authorization bill at the 
level of $10.3 billion in a military 
budget in excess of $322 billion. 

The House of Representatives. in 
the first concurrent budget resolution, 
agreed, in the course of that debate 
that waged over several days, that the 
military function would be frozen at 
fiscal year 1985 levels, which meant a 
reduction of approximately $3 billion 
from the President's request of $322 
billion down to a figure of $292 billion, 
which would freeze the military 
budget at fiscal year 1985 authoriza
tion levels. That figure, $292 billion, 
was a figure given to the House Armed 
Services Committee as a ceiling 
against which they could not exceed. 
The Committee on Armed Services of 
the House, attempting to allocate its 
responsibilities within the framework 
of that charge to freeze at fiscal year 
1985 levels the $292 billion. agreed to 
establish priorities within that. They 
decided that, based on rather rapid es
calation in our procurement and R&D 
function, that those two functions 
would take the largest part of the cut. 
Therefore, the priorities would gravi
tate toward readiness and quality of 
life which, over the years, had not 
been a high priority but, I would 
submit, a secondary priority, because 
we have tended in this body to be 
grossly preoccupied with the technolo
gy of death and all the instruments 
therefor. But we have not focused as 
diligently as many of us think we 
should on the human side of this 
equation. 

Therefore, the Committee on Armed 
Services gave the Subcommittee on 
Military Installations and Facilities, 
Military Construction, a smaller per
centage cut but still within the frame
work of the $292 billion. We were 
given the figure of $718 million to cut. 
The subcommittee went about its busi
ness and not only achiev;ed that mark 
but it exceeded that mark by a few 
million dollars. 

We came in with a budget figure of 
$759 million below the President's re-

quest of $10.3 billion. We therefore re
ported to the full Committee on 
Armed Services, with their ratifica
tion, to the floor of this body a figure 
of $9.55 billion fully within the $292 
billion freeze figure. 

Now a very interesting thing, I 
would say to my colleague, that my 
colleague went to the conference with 
the other body and agreed to a $10 bil
lion increase in the authorization level 
from $292 to $302 billion. 

One would think then that the mili
tary construction budget would be in
creased. But when the smoke settled 
from the agreements that were arrived 
at in the large conference, the figure 
that was given to the military con
struction function was not $9.55 bil
lion but $9.2 billion. What this amend
ment does is say, simply, notwith
standing any other action that we 
have taken on this floor, that this bill 
would not authorize appropriations in 
excess of the $9.2 billion, which would 
leave us at the amount agreed to in 
the conference, it would take us 
almost $4 billion below the $9.55 bil
lion which was below the freeze level. 

Interestingly enough, Mr. Chairman 
and members of the committee, we au
thorized $9.16 billion last year. So we 
are only a pittance above the authori
zation level. I would simply say to my 
colleague that I understand freeze 
that appropriation level, but just one 
final point I would make: Authoriza
tion bills, unfortunately, by their 
nature, are always higher than appro
priation bills because you must fund 
the entire project. 

For example, if you fund a project at 
$30 million, we have to authorize $30 
million. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from California CMr. DEL
LUMS] has expired. 

<By unanimous consent, Mr. DEL
LUMS was allowed to proceed for 1 ad
ditional minute.> 

Mr. DELLUMS. The Appropriations 
Committee can look at that $30 mil
lion authorization and say, "Look, you 
can only spend $6 million in this fiscal 
year." We therefore appropriate $6 
million. You see, but you cannot au
thorize $6 million, you have to author
ize the entire project. It may be 
funded over several years, and that is 
one of the reasons why the authoriza
tion bills tend to be a little higher. 

What I would say to my colleague, as 
the gentleman knows, I take second to 
no one in this body to challenging the 
efficacy of the military budget-I have 
offered several alternatives myself, 
and believe that we ought to cut the 
military budget by substantial billions 
of dollars-but I would simply say that 
in this process we worked very dili
gently to enhance the quality of life. I 
would say if the gentleman were will
ing to accept the substitute. this gen
tleman certainly can promise that we 
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would not come in here higher than 
$9.02 billion, and we will try diligently 
to come in below that figure. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that I be permitted to proceed for 
1 additional minute so that I may 
yield to my distinguished colleague. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DELLUMS. I yield to the gentle

man from Minnesota. 
Mr. PENNY. I thank the chairman 

for yielding. 
Mr. Chairman, I find the approach 

that the gentleman has suggested a 
reasonable middle ground because in 
fact it will leave us in this authoriza
tion bill with an authorization level 
that is about the same as it was for 
fiscal year 1985. 

Mr. Chairman, I thank the chairman 
for his cooperation. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, by 
reason of the diligence of our staff, I 
note a technical error, and I ask unan
imous consent to modify my substitute 
amendment to read "$9,200,000,000." 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
The text of the amendment, as 

modified, is as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. DELLUMS as 

modified as a substitute for the amendment 
offered by Mr. PENNY: Add the following 
new section at the end of title VIII (page 71, 
after line 9>: 
SEC. 819. LIMITATION ON AUTHORIZATIONS OF AP· 

PROPRIATIONS. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

this Act, the maximum amount authorized 
to be appropriated by this Act is 
$9,200,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from California [Mr. DELLUMS], 
as modified, as a substitute for the 
amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. PENNY] . 

The amendment, as modified, of
fered as a substitute for the amend
ment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Minnesota [Mr. PENNY] , as 
amended. 

The amendment as amended, was 
agreed to. 

Mr. NICHOLS. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, as we are about to 
conclude debate on the bill, I want to 
say to the members of the committee 
that I want to rise and congratulate 
my friend, the chairman of the com
mittee, for his perseverance in behalf 
of junior enlisted people. He has a 
long-time record in this field. I remem
ber several years back when we were 
debating a bill that came out of my 
Personnel Subcommittee at that time 
involving housing for junior enlisted 
personnel, the gentleman from Cali-

fornia came to me and said, "Coach, I 
am ready to go in any time you need 
me." 

He went to the well of this House, 
and we were able to pass that bill with 
his help. 

It came about at a time a lot of 
people over in the other body were 
saying that we do not need junior en
listed quarters, "If the Army had in
tended for you to have a wife, they 
would have issued you one." I want to 
tell you how much I appreciate his ef
forts. The gentleman has always been 
a strong supporter in behalf of junior 
people in our military, so-called 
"grunts," as we call them. 

I just felt that I should take the 
microphone and express to him my ap
preciation. I am sure other senior 
members of the committee share that 
as well. 

Mr. DELLUMS. I thank the gentle
man very much. 

AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. EDWARDS OF 
OKLAHOMA 

Mr. EDWARDS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
Chairman, I off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. EDWARDS of 

Oklahoma: Add the following new section at 
the end of title VIII <page 71, after line 9>: 
SEC. 819. AVAILABILITY OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

<a> IN GENERAL.-Section 2860 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 
"SEC. 2860. AVAILABILITY OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

"Funds appropriated to a military depart
ment or defense agency for a fiscal year for 
military construction or military family 
housing purposes may remain available 
beyond such fiscal year to the extent pro
vided in appropriation Acts." 

Cb) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendment 
made by subsection <a> shall apply to funds 
appropriated after the date of the enact
ment of Public Law 99-103. 

Mr. EDWARDS of Oklahoma 
<during the reading). Mr. Chairman, I 
ask unanimous consent that the 
amendment be considered as read and 
printed in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Oklahoma? 

There was no objection. 

0 1545 
Mr. EDWARDS of Oklahoma. Mr. 

Chairman, this amendment is essen
tially a technical amendment which 
amends existing law under section 
2860 of title 10. It is a necessary 
amendment as a part of an initiative 
to reform and oversee the actual use 
of appropriated funds for military con
struction. The provisions of existing 
law had their origin in a prior Appro
priations Committee bill which 
became permanent law in the Military 
Construction Codification Act <Public 
Law 97-115). The provisions were ini
tially adopted at the request of the 
Defense Department to give the serv
ices flexibility in the use of appropri
ated funds. However, the services have 

used this authority to excess in financ
ing prior year projects with current 
year appropriations and funding cur
rent year projects with prior year ap
propriations. In other words, it has 
permitted the services to move 
projects between fiscal years without 
ever having to report it to the Con
gress or even to the Office of the Sec
retary of Defense. This has obviously 
created confusion and made it virtual
ly impossible for the Defense Depart
ment or the Congress to determine the 
financial status of military construc
tion accounts. For this reason, I am 
proposing the existing flexibility be re
scinded by amending the existing law. 

As the chairman of the authorizing 
subcommittee knows, our Appropria
tions Subcommittee on Military Con
struction had appeared before the 
Rules Committee seeking a waiver of 
clause 2 of rule 21 to our bill which 
contains this same basic provision. Mr. 
MONTGOMERY of your committee had 
objected to such a waiver strictly on 
procedural grounds indicating that it 
was legislation and should be included 
in this authorization bill. My under
standing is that your committee has 
no objections to this amendment. 
Therefore, I urge its adoption. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, will 
my colleague yield? 

Mr. EDWARDS of Oklahoma. I 
yield to the gentleman from Califor
nia. 

Mr. DELLUMS. I thank the gentle
man for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, we believe that the 
gentleman's amendment is a contribu
tion to the legislation before us. We 
have reviewed it. We accept it. We 
have no objection, and we urge adop
tion of the gentleman's amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Oklahoma CMr. EDWARDS]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. PANETTA 

Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. PANETTA: Add 

the following new section at the end of title 
VIII <page 71, after line 9>: 
SEC. 819. OFF·POST RENTAL HOUSING LEASE IN· 

DEMNITY PILOT PROGRAM. 
(a) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM BY SECRE· 

TARY OF DEFENSE.-( 1) The Secretary of De· 
fense shall establish a pilot program to test 
the feasibility of implementing a program 
under which each Secretary of a military 
department may guarantee compensation of 
any person who leases a rental unit to any 
member of the armed forces under the juris
diction of the Secretary for any breach of 
the lease or any damage to the rental unit 
by the member. 

<2> The program referred to in paragraph 
< 1) shall be established before the expira
tion of the 90-day period following the date 
of the enactment of this Act, but not before 
October l, 1985. 

(b) ACTIONS BY SECRETARIES OF MILITARY 
DEPARTMENTS.-( l > In accordance with 
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action taken by the Secretary of Defense 
under subsection <a>, each Secretary of a 
military department shall designate one 
military installation in the United States 
that is under the jurisdiction of such Secre
tary to participate in the program estab
lished under subsection <a>. 

<2> For purposes of carrying out this sec
tion, any Secretary of a military depart
ment, to the extent approved in advance in 
appropriation Acts, may enter into an agree
ment with any person who leases a rental 
unit to any member of the armed forces 
who is under the jurisdiction of the Secre
tary. Any agreement under this paragraph 
shall provide that-

<A > the term of the agreement shall not 
be for more than one year; 

<B> the member shall not pay a security 
deposit; 

<C> the Secretary <except as provided in 
subparagraphs <D> and <E» shall compen
sate the lessor for any breach of the lease 
by the member and for any damage to the 
rental unit caused by the member or by any 
guest or dependent of the member; 

<D> the total liability of the Secretary for 
any breach of the lease or for any damage 
described in subparagraph <C> shall not 
exceed an amount equal to the amount that 
the Secretary determines would have been 
required by the lessor as a security deposit 
absent the agreement authorized in this 
paragraph; 

<E> the Secretary shall not compensate 
the lessor for any breach of the lease or for 
any damage described in subparagraph <C> 
until the lessor exhausts any remedies avail
able to the lessor against the member for 
the breach or damage; and 

<F> the Secretary shall be subrogated to 
the rights of the lessor in any case in which 
the Secretary compensates the lessor for 
any breach of the lease or for any damage 
described in subparagraph <C>. 

<3> Any authority of a Secretary of a mili
tary department under this subsection shall 
be exercised pursuant to regulations issued 
by the Secretary of Defense. 

(C) GARNISHMENT OF PAY OF MEMBER OF 
ARMED FoRcEs.-Any Secretary who com
pensates any lessor under subsection <b> for 
any damage to a rental unit or any breach 
of a lease by a member of the armed forces 
may issue a special order under section 1007 
of title 37, United States Code, to authorize 
the withholding from the pay of the 
member of an amount equal to the amount 
paid by the Secretary to the lessor as com
pensation for the breach or damage. 

<d> REPORT REQUIREMENT.-<1) The Secre
tary of Defense shall submit to the Con
gress a report concerning the pilot program 
established under subsection <a>. including-

<A> findings and conclusions of the Secre
tary with respect to the pilot program; and 

<B> recommendations as to the feasibility 
of implementing a program similar to the 
pilot program on all military installations. 

<2> The report referred to in paragraph <1> 
shall be submitted before the expiration of 
the 18-month period following the date of 
the establishment of the pilot program 
under subsection <a>. 

(e) TERMINATION OF AUTHORITY.-The au
thority of any Secretary of a military de
partment to enter into any contract under 
subsection <b> shall terminate upon the ex
piration of the 18-month period following 
the date of the establishment of the pilot 
program under subsection <a>. 

<O DEFINITIONs.-For purposes of this sec
tion: 

< 1) The term "armed forces" has the 
meaning given such term in section 101<4> 
of title 10, United States Code. 

<2> The term "military department" has 
the meaning given such term in section 
101<7> of title 10, United States Code. 

Mr. PANETTA <during the reading). 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that the amendment be consid
ered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
California? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PANETTA. Mr. Chairman, I rise 

to off er an amendment to the military 
construction authorization, H.R. 1409, 
which directs the Secretary of Defense 
to establish a pilot program involving 
military personnel and their civilian 
landlords. This amendment would give 
the Secretary of each branch the au
thority to designate one military in
stallation in the United States for par
ticipation in this program. Under this 
pilot program, landlords would agree 
to waive security deposits when rent
ing housing units to military person
nel. In return, the Secretary of De
fense would agree to guarantee pay
ment on any breach of lease or 
damage, and to take that money out of 
the service member's paycheck. This 
pilot program would run for 1 year, 
and at the end of that time, we could 
evaluate its results and consider the 
possibility of enlarging the program. 

All of my colleagues are aware of the 
tremendous financial and emotional 
pressures inflicted on our military per
sonnel and their families. This already 
tense situation is made even worse 
during a permanent change of station 
move. Travel and relocation expenses 
come out of the pockets of our service 
men and women. Reimbursement 
comes later, although only $1 out of 
every $4 spent on a PCS move are re
imbursed under the existing system, 
according to an Air Force study. And 
when a military family arrives in a 
new location, it must meet the imme
diate costs of security deposits, first 
and last months' rent, utility deposits, 
and more. Before you can even blink, 
the military family can be $4,000 in 
debt. And 2 years later, the military 
family has to go through the whole 
process again. 

This year, I am proud to say, the 
Congress has come a long way in deal
ing with the pressures and inequities 
inflicted on our men and women in 
uniform and their families. I am 
pleased that my own legislation, H.R. 
1371, was the first legislative effort in 
this area. Many of my proposals re
garding PCS moves and travel ex
penses were incorporated in the De
partment of Defense authorization 
passed by the House last month. 

One of my proposals, however, and 
one which I feel could lead us even 
further down the road toward easing 
the financial burden on our military 

family, is my proposal to initiate 
pilot program involving military per
sonnel and their landlords. Under this 
program, a landlord would agree not 
to require a security deposit or last 
month's rent of a service member. In 
return, the military post at which the 
individual is stationed would agree to 
meet any financial obligations in
volved in damage or a breach of lease 
by the service member when that indi
vidual is transferred to another post. 
The amount of the reimbursement 
could not exceed the amount the Sec
retary determines would have been re
quired by the lessor as a security de
posit if no pilot program were in 
effect. The Secretary of Defense 
would then have the authority to gar
nish the wages of the service member 
in order to cover any funds paid out to 
the landlord. 

Thus, no appropriation of funds is 
necessary because the service member 
would be ultimately responsible for 
meeting the costs of any damage or 
breach of lease. Although this pilot 
program would involve an initial 
outlay of funds to reimburse land
lords, this outlay of funds would be 
done at the same time money was 
being withheld from the paycheck of 
the individual service member. Thus, 
this program would guarantee that 
any outlay of funds would be matched 
with incoming funds, so that no ex
penditure or appropriation is involved. 

I know from my own experience that 
landlords on the Monterey Peninsula 
are interested in this program. They 
understand the hardships imposed on 
the military family, and they under
stand that this _program guarantees 
payment for damages and breach of 
lease, so long as the payment does not 
exceed the amount of the usual securi
ty deposit. They realize, also, that this 
program would relieve some of the dif
ficulties they experience in renting to 
military personnel. This program 
would give landlords one point of con
tact for all their military tenants and 
a source of information regarding mili
tary personnel who may soon be trans
ferred, thus enabling landlords to pre
pare for a change in the lease. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe the success 
of this pilot program could lead to a 
service wide program that would per
manently solve one of the major prob
lems facing our military personnel, 
and do away with certainly one of 
their largest financial burdens. What 
is more, no one loses in this program; 
everybody wins. Landlords are guaran
teed their payment, our military per
sonnel are able to use their much
needed money for necessities, and the 
services are guaranteed reimburse
ment for any outlays to jilted land
lords. It is almost inconceivable that 
so much good can come from a pro
gram that will not cost us anything, 
and yet imagine the benefits. 
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When the House voted earlier to 

accept many of my proposals to ease 
the burdens on our military personnel, 
service men and women all over the 
world breathed a sigh of relief. But we 
have not yet addressed one of the 
most pressing, and financially dis
abling, issues. The test program I pro
pose would address this issue, and I 
urge my colleagues to support it, so 
that one day our military men and 
women will not look on military serv
ice as a financially crippling and emo
tionally draining experience. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PANETTA. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. DELLUMS. I thank the gentle
man for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, we believe that this is 
a meritorious amendment. This 
amendment establishes a pilot pro
gram to allow the branches of services 
to establish a program whereby the se
curity deposits can be waived for mili
tary personnel. I have toured a 
number of military bases in this coun
try. You find a young married person 
with a couple of children. Let us say 
that they come back from overseas 
into the United States. They move 
into the Fort Ord area, which is a 
resort area, where the cost of living is 
rather high, and there is a dearth of 
affordable housing. That young couple 
has to come up with the first month's 
rent, the last month's rent, and, in 
some instances, exorbitant security de
posits that force them to have to take 
advances on their salaries, and they 
seem to never catch up. Many of them 
say, "We are lucky if we catch up by 
the time we are ready to move to our 
new duty station." 

We think that if our young people 
are going to serve in the military, they 
should certainly not be adversely af
fected in that respect. We think that 
this kind of a demonstration program 
may lead us to other rules and regula
tions that would make it much easier 
for our young married personnel to 
serve. As my distinguished colleague 
said, the day is over when we can 
make the statement that if the mili
tary wanted you to have a wife, they 
would have requisitioned you one. The 
military is indeed a married military, 
and we have to face that reality and 
face up to what our responsibilities are 
in light of that. The gentleman has of
fered an important amendment. We 
agree with it, and we urge its adoption. 

Mr. PANETTA. I thank the gentle
man. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from California CMr. PANETTA]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. MARLENEE 

Mr. MARLENEE. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment offered by Mr. M!Ju.ENEE: 
Add the following new section at the end of 
title VIII <page 71, after line 9): 
SEC. 819. CONVEYANCE OF LAND AT FORT WILLIAM 

H. HARRISON, MONTANA. 

Ca> IN GENERAL.-Subject to subsection Cb>, 
the Secretary of the Army <hereinafter in 
this section referred to as the "Secretary") 
is authorized to convey, without monetary 
consideration, to the State of Montana all 
right, title, and interest of the United States 
in and to approximately 65.4 acres of unim
proved land located in the southeast corner 
of Fort William H. Harrison, Montana, and 
presently under license to the State of Mon
tana for National Guard use. 

Cb) CONDITIONS.-0) The conveyance au
thorized by subsection Ca) shall be subject 
to the condition that the real property con
veyed be used to establish a Montana State 
Veterans' Cemetery. 

<2> If the property conveyed pursuant to 
subsection <a> is not used for the purposes 
described in paragraph < 1 >. all right, title, 
and interest in and to such property shall 
revert at no cost to the United States, which 
shall have the right of immediate entry 
thereon. 

<3> The Secretary shall reserve to the 
United States a waterline easement for use 
by the Veterans' Administration Hospital. 

(C) LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF LAND.-The 
exact acreage and legal description of the 
property to be conveyed under subsection 
<a> and of the easement to be reserved 
under subsection <b><3> shall be determined 
by surveys that are satisfactory to the Sec
retary. The cost of any such survey shall be 
borne by the State. 

(d) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.
The Secretary may require such other 
terms and conditions with respect to the 
conveyance as the Secretary considers ap
propriate to protect the interests of the 
United States. 

Mr. MARLENEE <during the read
ing). Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the amendment be con
sidered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Montana? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MARLENEE. Mr. Chairman, the 

amendment I off er adding a new sec
tion to title VIII of H.R. 1409 would 
allow for 65.4 acres of Department of 
Defense land at Fort William H. Harri
son in Montana, that is on long-term 
lease to the Montana National Guard 
to be used by the State of Montana for 
a veteran's cemetery. The reason for 
this transfer is to allow the State of 
Montana through the Montana Na
tional Guard to develop and maintain 
a cemetery for veterans. The Montana 
State Legislature has already appro
priated funds for the establishment of 
the cemetery contingent upon our ac
tions here today. In addition, the Mon
tana Veterans' Association plans to 
donate $10,000 in startup funds. The 
State will, in their biennial appropria
tion process, fund the maintenance of 
the cemetery. This will not cost the 
Federal taxpayer one red cent. 

As background, Montana does not 
have a national veteran's cemetery. 
The only cemetery accepting veterans 

in Montana was the Custer Battlefield 
National Monument in eastern Mon
tana which has been full since Janu
ary 1978. It is estimated that nearly 
37 ,000 Montana veterans will pass 
away between now and the turn of the 
century. This amendment would pro
vide a burial _site for those who served 
our country. 

In summary, my amendment has the 
support of the Army, the Montana Na
tional Guard, the Montana Governor 
and State Legislature, and the Mon
tana Veterans' Association. Further 
and of great importance, and I repeat 
in this day of deficit budgets, is this 
measure will not cost the U.S. taxpay
er any money, plus fully protecting 
the interests on the United States in 
seeing that the land is used for the in
tended purpose. 

I urge all Members to support this 
amendment because it is the right 
thing to do. Mr. Chairman, thank you, 
and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MARLENEE. I yield to the gen
tleman from California. 

Mr. DELLUMS. I thank my col
league for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman and Members of the 
Committee, the gentleman has shared 
his amendment with those of us on 
the committee. What this entails is a 
land conveyance from the Army to the 
State of Montana for a veterans' ceme
tery. We certainly can find no objec
tion to this utilization of land. Every
one who is a party to the matter is in 
agreement with it. We appreciate the 
gentleman offering the amendment. 
This side of the aisle finds no objec
tion to it and we urge its adoption. 

Mr. MARLENEE. I appreciate the 
cooperation of the chairman of the 
committee and the ranking minority 
member and the good work that they 
have done in this Congress. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from Montana CMr. MARLENEE]. 

The ame1~dment was agreed to. 
AMENDMENT OFFERED BY MR. HOWARD 

Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I 
off er an amendment. · 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. HOWARD: Add 

the following new section at the end of title 
VIII of the bill <page 71, after line 9>: 
SEC. 819. FAMILY HOUSING IMPROVEMENTS AT 

FORT MONMOUTH. NEW JERSEY. 
The Secretary of the Army may, notwith

standing the maximum amount per unit for 
an improvement project under section 
2825Cb> of title 10. United States Code, carry 
out a project to improve 366 existing mili
tary family housing units at Fort Mon
mouth, New Jersey, in the amount of 
$14,800,000. These housing units include 135 
housing units authorized by section 101 of 
this Act and 231 housing units authorized in 
section 101 of the Military Construction Au
thorization Act, 1985. 
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Mr. HOW ARD <during the reading). 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con
sent that the amendment be consid
ered as read and printed in the 
RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
New Jersey? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOWARD. Mr. Chairman, I 

would like to congratulate the chair
man and the ranking minority 
member and the members of the sub
committee for this fine legislation. 

Mr. Chairman, I rise to offer an 
amendment to H.R. 1409 which would 
allow Fort Monmouth, a major mili
tary installation in my district, to 
exceed the $30,000 statutory limit per 
dwelling unit for major improvements 
to Wherry Housing. 

Fort Monmouth needs the limit 
raised to $38,000 per dwelling unit so 
that the electrical distribution system 
can be upgraded to support the instal
lation of kitchen areas, heating and 
air conditioning systems, hot water 
heaters, and other items in the 
Wherry Housing which will enhance 
the quality of life for Fort Monmouth 
junior enlisted soldiers and their fami
lies. The current electrical distribution 
system cannot provide the necessary 
power. 

Fort Monmouth does not need a new 
appropriation to fund this increase. 
The additional expense will be paid 
with Army savings. All that is needed 
is an increased authorization. 

Officials at Fort Monmouth have 
stated that, with this increased au
thorization, Fort Monmouth will be 
able to award contracts in fiscal year 
1986 that would allow the major inte
rior improvements and the upgrading 
of the electrical distribution system to 
be performed concurrently, thereby 
accelerating completion of the renova
tion program by 1 % years. 

Mr. Chairman, I urge my colleagues 
to support this amendment and pro
vide Fort Monmouth with the authori
zation it needs. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOW ARD. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. DELLUMS. I thank the gentle
man for yielding. 

Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman 
points out, there is no need for money. 
This is a language amendment. The 
amendment is a meritorious amend
ment. The subcommittee reviewed the 
amendment subsequent to markup 
and we have agreed to accept the 
amendment on this side. We urge its 
adoption. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentle
man from New Jersey. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. Are there further 

amendments to title VIII? 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, I 
move to strike the last word. 

Mr. Chairman, we now come to the 
end of the debate and end of the 
markup on this important bill. The 
Chair tried to carry out his responsi
bilities that have been bestowed upon 
me by my colleagues to chair this com
mittee. It is a responsibility that I 
accept and I appreciate very much. I 
think all of the Members at some 
point in our careers serving in this 
body would hope that we could have 
the opportunity to serve as subcom
mittee chairpersons or full committee 
chairpersons or exercise some leader
ship in this body. After 15 years, I 
have been granted that opportunity to 
do it. This is my third opportunity to 
come to the floor of this body to bring 
the military construction authoriza
tion bill to the floor. I have tried to 
carry out that responsibility. I have 
tried to address my colleagues on both 
sides of the aisle, Republican and 
Democrat, senior Member, junior 
Member. We have tried to carry out 
our business without discrimination, 
without prejudice, without rancor. 

As everyone in this body knows, this 
gentleman has been a critic of our 
military policy over the years. I want 
to take a few moments to indicate why 
at this particular point, now that we 
have brought the bill to fruition, that 
this gentleman will rise in opposition 
to the legislation. 

First, let me say why I am not rising 
in opposition to the legislation. I am 
not rising in opposition to this bill to 
cast any doubt or aspersions upon any 
of my colleagues on the subcommittee. 
Every single one of my colleagues 
worked very diligently to bring this 
bill to the floor. Every single one of 
my colleagues agreed with me that 
there was a great need for us to en
hance the quality of human life. But 
where we all agreed to disagree is on 
the basic implications of our military 
policy. As the Members know, this 
gentleman felt strongly enough to 
bring an alternative military budget to 
the floor of this House, in the hope 
that my colleagues would engage in a 
serious and substantive debate on the 
principles and values upon which a ra
tional and intelligent military policy 
ought to be about. We have, for the 
most part, tended to dance around 
that, Mr. Chairman, but I hope that, 
in the future, circumstances will force 
us to begin to debate more fully and 
more comprehensively the policies 
that we ought to be developing that 
act as the basis for our military 
budget. 

Mr. Chairman, with that, I would 
like to say that when we chair subcom
mittees, we not only function institu
tionally, we not only have that respon
sibility, but we continue to have our 
responsibility to represent our respec
tive constituencies. I do not give up my 
politics in order to chair a subcommit-

tee. I accept it from my colleagues gra
ciously, with a great sense of honor 
and respect, and with a great deal of 
appreciation. But all of my colleagues 
know that I would not abandon the in
tegrity of my political beliefs in order 
to carry out that responsibility. I am 
trying to demonstrate that one can 
indeed be in the progressive wing of 
the body politic and bring a military 
bill to the floor of this House. I am 
also trying to point out that I do not 
think people ought to be one-man or 
one-woman or one-person shows, that 
this is a group-oriented process; so I 
have not tried to use the prerogatives 
of the chair to enhance myself on a 
personal basis, I have not tried to use 
the subcommittee in any political 
form whatsoever. I have simply tried 
to accommodate my colleagues where 
it was appropriate and where it made 
sense and where it was effective and 
where it attempted to take this coun
try in the direction that the majority 
of my colleagues saw fit. 

I can see lightening and hear thun
der with the best of them, Mr. Chair
man. I understand at this particular 
moment that my politics stand outside 
of the consensus that has been estab
lished by the majority of my col
leagues. But nevertheless I still believe 
that it is important to those of us who 
have an alternative perspective to take 
the opportunity to stand up and ar
ticulate that point of view. I hope that 
I have communicated to my colleagues 
that I am able to carry out my institu
tional responsibilities, but I also hope 
that I am able to say to my colleagues 
and to everyone else assembled that 
chairing a committee does not require 
one to abandon one's politics. This bill 
came forward 43 to 1. That is not be
cause I voted against family housing. I 
worked diligently to get family hous
ing in the bill. I am not voting against 
the bill because we oppose the quality 
of life issue. I have worked like hell, 
Mr. Chairman, to try to get us to em
brace issues of quality of life. But 
more I vote against the bill not for the 
specific work that we did on this tiny 
little committee trying to carry out its 
responsibilities with diligence and with 
a sense of responsibility, but more I 
cast my vote in opposition because this 
bill simply reflects back, with the ex
ception of the quality of life issue, the 
priorities and principles that we have 
established in the larger bill. 

So I would say to those colleagues 
who voted "no" on the larger bill that 
this bill simply reflects the same prior
ities. Those persons who voted for it, I 
see no reason why they would vote 
against this bill. In fact, I think that 
because of some of the attractive as
pects of this bill, in my estimation, be
cause it does indeed embrace the qual
ity of life aggressively, that it prob
ably has some more favorable reasons 
why people would want to support it. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from California CMr. DEL
LUMS] has expired. 

<By unanimous consent, Mr. DEL
LUMs was allowed to proceed for 4 ad
ditional minutes.> 

Mr. DELLUMS. So, Mr. Chairman, 
let me just say this in more specific 
terms and read at least part of the dis
senting views that I prepared to ac
company the report that accompanies 
this bill, just to point out and explain 
why this gentleman voted no: 

DISSENTING VIEWS OF HON. RONALD V. 
DELLUMS 

As Chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Military Installations and Facilities that re
ported this legislation, I know there are 
some very good projects included in H.R. 
1409, as amended. This committee has 
placed a high priority on the quality of life 
of our military members, particularly the 
problems of the military families and their 
housing needs more specifically. This bill 
authorizes the construction of 5488 new 
housing units both in the United States and 
overseas for a total of over $430 million. 
While this bill has many benign aspects, 
such as accompanied and unaccompanied 
housing, child care centers, physical fitness 
facilities, family service centers, chapels, 
and recreational facilities, the majority of 
the funds are still used to carry out foreign 
and military policies which I disapprove or 
with which I disagree. 

I support the housing needs of military 
personnel stationed overseas and believe 
that once assigned there they must be treat
ed appropriately. However, I still question 
the policy decision that mandates the level 
of troop deployment in many of these coun
tries. Overseas deployments continue to sup
port policy decisions with which I disagree 
and believe should be reexamined. 

The military construction budget does not 
exist in a vacuum, but rather exists in this 
larger context. It is separated from the 
larger defense authorization bill merely for 
legislative convenience. Both of these bills 
contain money for weapon systems to which 
I am opposed. 

H.R. 1409, as amended, includes funding 
for the beddown of the following weapon 
systems which I continue to question: 

B-lB manned bomber at $211 million; 
C-5B cargo plane at $7 million; 
F-15 fighter at $9 million; 
Trident submarine and its missile system 

at $302.8 million; 
M-X missile at $42 million; 
Ground Launched Cruise Missile <GLCM> 

at $641.2 million; 
Air Launched Cruise Missile <ALCM> at 

$29 million; 
Sgt. York <DIVAD> gun at $8.9 million; 

and 
Space Defense System at $15 million. 
This bill also contains around $80 million 

first year funds to begin construction on 
two new homeports for the Navy. These two 
bases are estimated to cost at a minimum 
$300 million and the Navy is proposing to 
build five. I believe this decision by the 
Navy needs to be reexamined and looked at 
more carefully before we commit to spend
ing millions of dollars on these facilities. 
Fuller answers must be given to determine 
the dangers involved with locating weapons 
so closely to major metropolitan areas, as 
well as a fuller explanation of the expected 
costs to the taxpayer and the local commu
nities. 

I believe that my analysis of the defense 
budget must be consistent and that the mili
tary construction budget is not a benign 
part of that process, but reflects the larger 
policy decisions. I stand in opposition to the 
military and foreign policy decisions of 
those who proposed these budgets and con
tinue to oppose the results of the committee 
action. 

There are also parts of the defense au
thorization bill that I support, yet it contin
ues to impose a set of policies to which I am 
opposed. It assumes a military solution is 
possible to settle all conflicts in the world 
and does not accept the fact that many 
issues cannot be settled through the use of 
military force. Most conflicts are mainly po
litical, economic and social in nature and 
must be met through diplomacy, not force. 
Therefore I believe that those who view the 
world in the same way I do would also come 
to the same conclusion about these bills. 

I appreciate the responsibility which my 
colleagues on the committee have entrusted 
to me to chair this subcommittee and I hope 
that I have discharged my responsibilities as 
well as possible. However, the concerns of 
the constituency that elected me to Con
gress are not represented in this military 
construction budget and therefore I must 
cast my vote against the bill. 

D 1600 
Mr. SKELTON. Mr. Chairman, I 

move to strike the requisite number of 
words. 

Mr. Chairman, I just wish to add, 
and I recall mentioning this on a pre
vious occasion. I do understand, for 
one, the policy differences that the 
gentleman has on this. But looking at 
it from the institutional point of view, 
I compliment you and I commend you 
and your committee, as the gentleman 
so aptly pointed out, the committee 
work under your leadership, for the 
institutional work that you have done, 
the many, many servicemen and serv
icewomen who will benefit and have a 
better life in the service because of the 
work that the gentleman has done on 
this bill. 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SKELTON. I yield to the gentle
man. 

Mr. DELLUMS. I thank the gentle
man for yielding to me. 

Mr. Chairman, I appreciate the gen
tleman's compliments and I appreciate 
his respect. It is not an easy thing, the 
first time this gentleman brought up a 
bill and said that he would oppose it, 
that was a joke. I think we have to 
deal with our dual responsibilities here 
and try to think them through clearly. 
Once the process was over, I took my 
lumps in the committee; I lost my po
litical battles. I won a few and I lost a 
few. 

At the end of that process, I had to 
step back and say, "If RoN DELLUMS 
was not in the chair, would I support 
the bill?" If my answer was "no," then 
getting back in the chair did not 
change that. I hope that my remarks 
point out why I am opposing the bill, 
and I would like to believe that it is on 
policy and that it is on principle. 

I appreciate the respect of my col
leagues and I think my colleagues did 
a fantastic job in bringing what I be
lieve to be a much better bill than 
might have been brought some years 
ago. 

Mr. SKELTON. The gentleman cer
tainly has our commendation and our 
respect. 

The CHAIRMAN. Are there further 
amendments? If not, the question is on 
the Committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, as amended. 

The Committee amendment in the 
nature of a substitute, as amended, 
was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, 
the Committee rises. 

Accordingly the Committee rose; 
and the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. PA
NETTA] having assumed the chair, Mr. 
GLICKMAN, Chairman of the Commit
tee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union, reported that that Com
mittee, having had under consider
ation the bill <H.R. 1409> to authorize 
certain construction at military instal
lations for fiscal year 1986, and for 
other purposes, pursuant to House 
Resolution 196, he reported the bill 
back to the House with an amendment 
adopted by the Committee of the 
Whole. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the rule, the previous question is or
dered. 

Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment to the Committee amend
ment in the nature of a substitute 
adopted by the Committee of the 
Whole? 

If not, the question is on the amend
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and 
third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read 
the third time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the 
Speaker pro tempore announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WEISS. Mr. Speaker, I object to 
the vote on the ground that a quorum 
is not present and make the point of 
order that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Evi
dently a quorum is not present. 

The Sergeant at Arms will notify 
absent Members. 

The vote was taken by electronic 
device, and there were-yeas 354, nays 
38, not voting 42, as follows: 

Akaka 
Alexander 
Anderson 
Andrews 
Annunzio 
Anthony 
Applegate 

CRoll No. 3601 
YEAS-354 

Archer 
Armey 
Atkins 
Barnard 
Barnes 
Bartlett 
Barton 

Bateman 
Beilenson 
Bennett 
Bentley 
Bereuter 
Berman 
Bevill 
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Biaggi 
Bilirakis 
Bliley 
Boehlert 
Boggs 
Boland 
Boner <TN> 
Bonior <MI> 
Bonker 
Borski 
Boucher 
Boulter 
Boxer 
Breaux 
Brooks 
Broomfield 
Brown <CA> 
Brown <CO> 
Broyhill 
Bruce 
Bryant 
Burton <IN> 
Byron 
Callahan 
Campbell 
Carney 
Carper 
Chandler 
Chapman 
Chappell 
Cheney 
Clinger 
Coats 
Cobey 
Coble 
Coelho 
Coleman <MO> 
Coleman <TX> 
Combest 
Conte 
Cooper 
Courter 
Coyne 
Craig 
Daniel 
Dannemeyer 
Darden 
Dasch le 
Daub 
Davis 
de la Garza 
De Lay 
Derrick 
De Wine 
Dickinson 
Dicks 
Dingell 
DioGuardi 
Donnelly 
Dorgan <ND> 
Dornan <CA> 
Dowdy 
Downey 
Dreier 
Duncan 
Durbin 
Dwyer 
Dyson 
Early 
Eckart <OH> 
Eckert <NY> 
Edgar 
Edwards <OK> 
Emerson 
English 
Erdreich 
Evans <IL> 
Fascell 
Fawell 
Fazio 
Feighan 
Fiedler 
Fields 
Fish 
Flippo 
Florio 
Fog Ii et ta 
Foley 
Ford <MI> 
Ford <TN> 
Fowler 
Franklin 
Frost 
Fuqua 
Gallo 
Gaydos 
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Gejdenson McColl um 
Gekas McDade 
Gephardt McEwen 
Gibbons McHugh 
Gilman McKernan 
Gingrich McKinney 
Glickman McMillan 
Gonzalez Meyers 
Goodling Mica 
Gordon Michel 
Gradison Mikulski 
Gray <IL> Miller <CA> 
Gray CPA> Miller <OH> 
Green Moakley 
Gregg Molinari 
Grotberg Mollohan 
Guarini Monson 
Hall <OH> Montgomery 
Hall, Ralph Moore 
Hamilton Moorhead 
Hammerschmidt Morrison <CT> 
Hansen Morrison <WA> 
Hartnett Mrazek 
Hatcher Murphy 
Hawkins Murtha 
Hefner My~rs 
Heftel Natcher 
Hendon Neal 
Henry Nichols 
Hertel Nielson 
Hiler Nowak 
Hillis Oakar 
Holt Olin 
Hopkins Ortiz 
Howard Oxley 
Hoyer Packard 
Hubbard Panetta 
Huckaby Parris 
Hughes Pease 
Hunter Penny 
Hutto Pepper 
Hyde Perkins 
Ireland Petri 
Jacobs Pickle 
Jeffords Porter 
Jenkins Price 
Johnson Pursell 
Jones <NC> Quillen 
Jones <OK> Rahall 
Kanjorski Ray 
Kasi ch Regula 
Kemp Reid 
Kennelly Richardson 
Kil dee Ridge 
Kindness Rinaldo 
Kleczka Roberts 
Kolbe Robinson 
Kolter Roe 
Kostmayer Roemer 
Kramer Rose 
LaFalce Rostenkowski 
Lagomarsino Roth 
Lantos Roukema 
Latta Rowland <CT> 
Leach <IA> Rowland <GA> 
Leath <TX> Rudd 
Lehman <FL> Russo 
Lent Sabo 
Levin <MI> Saxton 
Levine <CA> Schaefer 
Lewis <FL> Schuette 
Lightfoot Schulze 
Lipinski Schumer 
Livingston Seiberling 
Lloyd Sensenbrenner 
Loeffler Sharp 
Long Shaw 
Lott Shelby 
Lowery <CA> Shumway 
Lowry <WA> Shuster 
Luken Sikorski 
Lungren Siljander 
Mack Sislsky 
MacKay Skeen 
Madigan Skelton 
Manton Slattery 
Marlenee Slaughter 
Martin <IL> Smith <FL> 
Martin <NY> Smith <IA> 
Martinez Smith <NE> 
Matsui Smith <NJ> 
Mavroules Smith, Robert 
Mazzoli <NH> 
McCain Smith, Robert 
McCandless <OR> 
Mccloskey Snowe 

Snyder 
Solarz 
Solomon 
Spence 
Spratt 
St Germain 
Staggers 
Stallings 
Stangeland 
Stenholm 
Strang 
Stratton 
Stump 
Sundquist 
Sweeney 
Swift 

Ackerman 
Bates 
Burton <CA> 
Clay 
Crane 
Crockett 
Dell urns 
Dymally 
Edwards <CA> 
Evans <IA> 
Frank 
Frenzel 
G~rcla 

Swindall 
Synar 
Tallon 
Tauzin 
Taylor 
Thomas<CA> 
Thomas<GA> 
Torres 
Traficant 
Traxler 
Udall 
Valentine 
Vander Jagt 
Visclosky 
Volkmer 
Watkins 

NAYS-38 
Gunderson 
Hayes 
Kastenmeler 
Leland 
Lundlne 
Markey 
Miller<WA> 
Mitchell 
Oberstar 
Obey 
Owens 
Rangel 
Roybal 

Weber 
Wheat 
Whitehurst 
Whitley 
Whittaker 
Whitten 
Wirth 
Wise 
Wolf 
Wolpe 
Wortley 
Wyden 
Yatron 
Young<FL> 
Z-5chau 

Savage 
Scheuer 
Schroeder 
Smith, Denny 

<OR> 
Stark 
Stokes 
Studds 
Tauke 
Towns 
Walgren 
Weiss 
Yates 

NOT VOTING-42 
Addabbo 
Asp in 
Au Coin 
Badham 
Bedell 
Bosco 
Bustamante 
Carr 
Chappie 
Collins 
Conyers 
Coughlin 
Dixon 
Horton 

Jones <TN> 
Kaptur 
Lehman <CA> 
Lewis<CA> 
Lujan 
Mccurdy 
McGrath 
Mine ta 
Moody 
Nelson 
O'Brien 
Pashayan 
Ritter 
Rodino 
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Rogers 
Schnelder 
Torricelli 
Vento 
Vucanovlch 
Walker 
Waxman 
Weaver 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wright 
Wylie 
Young<AK> 
Young<MO> 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

On this vote: 
Mr. Jones of Tennessee for with Mr. 

Moody against. 
Mr. Torricelli for with Mrs. Collins 

against. 
Mr. Nelson of Florida for with Mr. Dixon 

against. 
Mr. Rodino for with Mr. Williams of Mon

tana against. 
Messrs. RANGEL, OWENS, DYM

ALLY, DENNY SMITH, and LUN
DINE changed their votes from "yea" 
to "nay." 

Mr. TORRES and Mr. VISCLOSKY 
changed their votes from "nay" to 
"yea." 

So the bill was passed. 
The result of the vote was an

nounced as above recorded. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Speaker, pursu

ant to the provisions of House Resolu
tion 196, I call up from the Speaker's 
table the Senate bill CS. 1042> to au
thorize certain construction at mili
tary installations for fiscal year 1986, 
and for other purposes, and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the title of the 
Senate bill. 

MOTION OFFERED BY MR. DELLUMS 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Speaker, I offer 
a motion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. DELLUMS moves, pursuant to House 

Resolution 196, to strike out all after the 
enacting clause of the Senate bill S. 1042, 
and to insert in lieu thereof the provisions 
of the bill, H.R. 1409, as passed by the 
House, as follows: 
SECTION I. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the "Military 
Construction Authorization Act. 1986". 

TITLE I-ARMY 
SEC. IOI. A llTHORIZED ARMY CONSTRUCTION AND 

LAND ACQlJl!ilTION PROJECTS. 

fa) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-The Secre
tary of the Army may acquire real property 
and may carry out military construction 
projects in the amounts shown for each of 
the following installations and locations 
inside the United States: 

UNITED STA TES ARMY FORCES COMMAND 
Fort Bragg, North Carolina, $68,380,000. 
Fort Campbell, Kentucky, $32,530,000. 
Fort Carson, Colorado, $55,450,000. 
Fort Devens, Massachusetts, $610,000. 
Fort Drum, New York, $2,990,000. 
Fort Greely, Alaska, $2,500,000. 
Fort Hood, Texas, $80,000,000. 
Fort Hunter-Liggett. California, 

$11,100,000. 
Fort Indiantown Gap, Pennsylvania, 

$5,300,000. 
Fort Irwin, California, $30,050,000. 
Fort Lewis, Washington, $110,880,000. 
Fort McCoy, Wisconsin, $940,000. 
Fort Meade, Maryland, $18,930,000. 
Fort Ord, California, $25,820,000. 
Fort Polk, Louisiana, $27,230,000. 
Fort Richardson, Alaska, $3,600,000. 
Fort Riley, Kansas, $49,290,000. 
Fort Sam Houston, Texas, $1,440,000. 
Fort Sheridan, nlinois, $3,500,000. 
Fort Stewart. Georgia, $29,600,000. 
Fort Wainwright, Alaska, $14,000,000. 
Presidio of Monterey, California, 

$2,650,000. 
Yakima Firing Center, Washington, 

$16,430,000. 
UNITED STA TES ARMY WESTERN COMMAND 

Fort Shafter, Hawaii, $6,300,000. 
Pohakuloa Training Area, Hawaii, 

$2,150,000. 
Schofield Barracks, Hawaii, $32,460,000. 
UNITED STATES ARMY TRAINING AND DOCTRINE 

COMMAND 
Fort A.P. Hill, Virginia, $6,450,000. 
Fort Belvoir, Virginia, $7,100,000. 
Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indiana, 

$5,300,000. 
Fort Benning, Georgia, $39,650,000. 
Fort Bliss, Texas, $31, 760,fJOO. 
Fort Dix, New Jersey, $6,100,000. 
Fort Gordon, Georgia, $46,040,000. 
Fort Knox, Kentucky, $20, 770,000. 
Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, $6,900,000. 
Fort Lee, Virginia, $15,471,000. 
Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri, $12,350,000. 
Fort McClellan, Alabama, $39,350,000. 
Fort Pickett. Virginia, $420,000. 
Fort Rucker, Alabama, $11,950,000. 
Fort Sill, Oklahoma, $52,000,000. 
Fort Story, Virginia, $1,950,000. 

MILITARY DISTRICT OF WASHINGTON 
Fort Myer, Virginia, $8,300,000. 

UNITED STATES ARMY MATERIEL COMMAND 
Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland, 

$4,670,000. 
Anniston Army Depot, Alabama, 

$8,960,000. 
Army Materiel and Mechanics Research 

Center, Massachusetts, $770,000. 
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Corpus Christi Army Depot, Texas, 

$4,400,000. 
Detroit Arsenal, Michigan, $320,000. 
Dugway Proving Ground, Utah, 

$8,650,000. 
Fort Wingate, New Mexico, $490, 000. 
Lake City Army Ammunition Plant, Mis

souri, $19,000,000. 
McAlester Army Ammunition Plant, Okla

homa, $2,300,000. 
Navajo Depot Activity, Arizona, $240,000. 
New Cumberland Army Depot, Pennsylva-

nia, $88,000,000. 
Picatinny Arsenal, New Jersey, $1,000,000. 
Pine Blu.ff Arsenal, Arkansas, $19,000,000. 
Pueblo Depot Activity, Colorado, $200,000. 
Red River Army Depot, Texas, $820,000. 
Redstone Arsenal, Alabama, $25, 750,000. 
Rock Island Arsenal, lllinois, $29,000,000. 
Sacramento Army Depot, California, 

$6,450,000. 
Savanna Army Depot, lllinois, $510,000. 
Seneca Army Depot, New York, $1,410,000. 
Sierra Army Depot, California, $2,600,000. 
Tooele Army Depot, Utah, $11,490,000. 
Umatilla Depot Activity, Oregon, $260,000. 
Yuma Proving Ground, Arizona, $240,000. 

AMMUNITION FACILITIES 
Holston Army Ammunition Plant, Tennes

see, $320,000. 
Indiana Army Ammunition Plant, Indi

ana, $210,000. 
Iowa Army Ammunition Plant, Iowa, 

$810,000. 
Kansas Army Ammunition Plant, Kansas, 

$570,000. 
Lake City Army Ammunition Plant, Mis

souri, $930, 000. 
Louisiana Army Ammunition Plant, Lou

isiana, $640,000. 
Rad.ford Army Ammunition Plant, Virgin

ia, $2,910,000. 
UNITED STATES ARMY INFORMATION SYSTEMS 

COMMAND 
Fort Huachuca, Arizona, $2,050,000. 

UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY 
United States Military Academy, New 

York, $23, 700,000. 
UNITED STATES ARMY HEALTH SERVICES 

COMMAND 
Fort Detrick, Maryland, $7,600,000. 
Tripler Army Medical Center, Hawaii, 

$970,000. 
Walter Reed Army Medical Center, Wash

ington, District of Columbia, $1,150,000. 
MILITARY TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT COMMAND 

Bayonne Military Ocean Terminal, New 
Jersey, $3,200,000. 

Oakland Army Base, California, $330,000. 
Sunny Point Military Ocean Terminal, 

North Carolina, $1,200,000. 
UNITED STATES ARMY CORPS OF ENGINEERS 

Humphreys Engineer Center, Supt. Activi
ty, Virginia, $11,000,000. 

ASSISTANT CHIEF OF ENGINEERS 
Various, United States, $3,000,000. 
fbJ OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-The Secre

tary of the Army may acquire real property 
and may carry out military construction 
projects in the amounts shown for each of 
the following installations and locations 
outside the United States: 

UNITED STA TES ARMY, JAPAN 
Japan, $1,050,000. 

EIGHTH UNITED STATES ARMY 
Camp Carroll, Korea, $25,380,000. 
Camp Casey, Korea, $12,920,000. 
Camp Castle, Korea, $1,100,000. 
Camp Colbern, Korea, $550,000. 
Camp Edwards, Korea, $1,090,000. 
Camp Gary Owen, Korea, $580,000. 
Camp Giant, Korea, $1,050,000. 

Camp Greaves, Korea, $420,000. 
Camp Hovey, Korea, $8,300,000. 
Camp Howze, Korea, $1,980,000. 
Camp Humphreys, Korea, $9, 750,000. 
Camp Kittyhawk, Korea, $1,600,000. 
Camp Kyle, Korea, $3,580,000. 
Camp Liberty Bell, Korea, $800,00o; 
Camp Market, Korea, $710,000. 
Camp Page, Korea, $32,650,000. 
Camp Pelham, Korea, $2,400,000. 
Camp Red Cloud, Korea, $1, 730,000. 
Camp Stanley, Korea, $5,500,000. 
K-16 Army Airfield, Korea, $2,350,000. 
Location 177, Korea, $2,290,000. 
Yongin, Korea, $2,550,000. 
Yongson, Korea, $9,800,000. 

BALLISTIC MISSILE DEFENSE SYSTEMS COMMAND 
Kwajalein, $14,600,000. 

UNITED STA TES ARMY FORCES COMMAND 
OVERSEAS 

Panama, $5,480,000. 
UNITED STA TES ARMY, EUROPE, AND SEVENTH 

ARMY 
Amberg, Germany, $850,000. 
Ansbach, Germany, $14,390,000. 
Bad Kreuznach, Germany, $1,100,000. 
Bad Toelz, Germany, $1,850,000. 
Bamberg, Germany, $6,490,000. 
Baumholder, Germany, $900,000. 
Darmstadt, Germany, $29,200,000. 
Frankfurt, Germany, $18,680,000. 
Friedberg, Germany, $9,150,000. 
Fulda, Germany, $7,200,000. 
Giessen, Germany, $1, 700,000. 
Goeppingen, Germany, $10,250,000. 
GraJenwoehr, Germany, $2,450,000. 
Haingruen, Germany, $680,000. 
Hanau, Germany, $48,140,000. 
Heidelberg, Germany, $8,800,000. 
Heilbronn, Germany, $2,200,000. 
Hohen/els, Germany, $6,300,000. 
Kaiserslautern, Germany, $3,450,000. 
Karlsruhe, Germany, $4,020,000. 
Neu Ulm, Germany, $1,000,000. 
Nuremberg, Germany, $8,500,000. 
Pirmasens, Germany, $14,000,000. 
Schoeninger, Germany, $700,000. 
Schwein/urt, Germany, $17,840,000. 
Stuttgart, Germany, $4,500,000. 
Vilseck, Germany, $10,290,000. 
Wiesbaden, Germany, $2,900,000. 
Wild.flecken, Germany, $20,000,000. 
Wuerzburg, Germany, $48,070,000. 
Various Locations, Germany, 

$101,000,000. 
Various Locations, Greece, $1,440,000. 
Various Locations, Italy, $1,850,000. 
Various Locations, Turkey, $7,440,000. 

SEC. IOZ. FAMILY HOUSING. 

The Secretary of the Army may construct 
or acquire family housing units (including 
acquisition of landJ at the following instal
lations in the number of units shown, and 
in the amount shown, for each installation: 

Fort Ord, California, six hundred units 
and seventy manu.tactured home spaces, 
$50,640,000. 

Fort Carson, Colorado, fifty manu.tactured 
home spaces, $712,000. 

Fort Stewart, Georgia, twenty manu.tac
tured home spaces, $253, 000. 

Bamberg, Germany, one hundred and six 
units, $7,209,000. 

Various locations, ninety-eight units, 
$6,120,000. 

Vilsek, Germany, three hundred and sev
enty units, $26,830,000. 

Fort Riley, Kansas, fifty manu.tactured 
home spaces, $700,000. 

Fort Campbell, Kentucky, fifty manujac
tured home spaces, $689,000. 

Army Materials and Mechanics Research 
Center, Massachusetts, one unit, $154,000. 

Fort Devens, Massachusetts, twenty manu
factured home spaces, $317,000. 

Fort Drum, New York, eight hundred 
units, $67,500,000. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina, two units by 
reconfiguration and fifty manu.tactured 
home spaces, $637,000. 

Dugway Proving Ground, Utah, one hun
dred and four units and twenty-four manu
factured home spaces, $8,674,000. 

Fort Myer, Virginia, six units, $596,000. 
SEC. IOJ. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FA ,fl/LY 

HOUSING UNITS. 

fa) AMOUNT AUTHORIZED.-Subject to sec
tion 2825 of title 10, United States Code, the 
Secretary of the Army may make expendi
tures to improve existing military family 
housing units in an amount not to exceed 
$167,521,000, of which $10,950,000 is avail
able only for energy conservation projects. 

fb) WAIVER OF MAXIMUM PER UNIT COST FOR 
CERTAIN IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS.-Notwith
standing the maximum amount per unit for 
an improvement project under section 
2825fbJ of title 10, United States Code, the 
Secretary of the Army may carry out 
projects to improve existing military family 
housing units at the following installations 
in the number of units shown, and in the 
amount shown, for each installation: 

Walter Reed Army Medical Center, Wash
ington, District of Columbia, one unit, 
$99,000. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina, one hundred 
and sixty-four units, $4, 712,000. 

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland, 
eighty-one units, $2, 762,000. 

TITLE II-NA VY 

SEC. ZOI. AUTHORIZED NA VY CONSTRUCT/ON AND 
LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS. 

fa) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-The Secre
tary of the Navy may acquire real property 
and may carry out military construction 
projects in the amounts shown for each of 
the following installations and locations 
inside the United States: 

UNITED STA TES MARINE CORPS 
Marine Corps Logistics Base, Barstow, 

California, $530,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Beau.tort, South 

Carolina, $6,905,000. 
Marine Corps Mountain Warfare Training 

Center, Bridgeport, California, $1,470,000. 
Marine Corps Camp Detachment, Camp 

Elmore, Norfolk, Virginia, $3,995,000. 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, North 

Carolina, $24,140,000. 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, Cali

fornia, $25,175, 000. 
Marine Corps Air Facility, Camp Pendle

ton, California, $14,310,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, 

North Carolina, $36,450,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, Cali

fornia, $30,375,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, 

Hawaii, $17,420,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, New River, 

North Carolina, $10, 780,000. 
Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris 

Island, South Carolina, $3,610,000. 
Marine Corps Air Station, Tustin, Califor

nia, $17,970,000. 
Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, 

Twentynine Palms, California, $22,670,000. 
Marine Corps Development and Educa-

tion Command, Quantico, Virginia, 
$7,060,000. 

Marine Corps Air Station, Yuma, Arizona, 
$14, 700,000. 
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CHIEF OF NA VAL RESEARCH Naval Station Mare Island, Vallejo, Cali-

Naval Research Laboratory, Washington, fornia, $735,000. 
District of Columbia, $28,900,000. Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island, Wash-

OFFICE OF THE COMPTROLLER OF THE NA VY 
Navy Finance Center, Cleveland, Ohio, 

$2,940,000. 
CHIEF OF NAVAL OPERATIONS 

Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland, 
$1,880,000. 

Naval Space Command, Dahlgren, Virgin
ia, $4, 700, 000. 

Navy Regional Data Automation Center, 
Jacksonville, Florida, $10,300,000. 

Naval Space Surveillance Field Station, 
Lewisville, Arkansas, $675,000. 

Navy Tactical Interoperability Support 
Activity, Mayport, Florida, $470,000. 

Naval Postgraduate School, Monterey, 
California, $13,000,000. 

Navy Tactical Interoperability Support 
Activity, North Island, California, $585,000. 

Navy Regional Data Automation Center, 
Norfolk, Virginia, $10,880,000. 

Intelligence Center, Pacific, Pearl Harbor, 
Hawaii, $2,900,000. 

Naval Space Surveillance Field Station, 
San Diego, California, $600,000. 

Commandant Naval District, Washington, 
District of Columbia, $6,300,000. 

COMMANDER JN CHIEF, ATLANTIC FLEET 
Naval Air Station, Brunswick, Maine, 

$3,040,000. 
Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Florida, 

$29, 835, 000. 
Naval Station, Charleston, South Caroli

na, $9,960,000. 
Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Florida, 

$5,800,000. 
Naval Amphibious Base, Little Creek, Vir

ginia, $16,370,000. 
Naval Station, Mayport, Florida, 

$10,820,000. 
Naval Submarine Base, New London, Con

necticut, $365,000. 
Naval Station, New York, New York, 

$86,260,000. 
Naval Air Station, Norfolk, Virginia, 

$10,675,000. 
Naval Station, Norfolk, Virginia, $800,000. 
Naval Air Station, Oceana, Virginia, 

$16,940,000. 
Naval Facility, Radio Island, North Caro

lina, $17,640,000. 
COMMANDER JN CHIEF, PACIFIC FLEET 

Naval Facility, Adak, Alaska, $2,650,000. 
Naval Air Station, Alameda, California, 

$8,650,000. 
Naval Submarine Base, Bangor, Washing

ton, $5, 200, 000. 
Amphibious Task Force, Camp Pendleton, 

California, $9,020,000. 
Naval Amphibious Base, Coronado, Cali

fornia, $16,150,000. 
Naval Station, Everett, Washington, 

$17,640,000. 
Naval Air Station, Fallon, Nevada, 

$36,500,000. 
Naval Air Station, Lemoore, California, 

$2,300,000. 
Naval Station, Long Beach, California, 

$17,230,000. 
Naval Air Station, Miramar, California, 

$385,000. 
Naval Air Station, North Island, Califor

nia, $18,593,000. 
Commander, Oceanographic System, Pa

cific, Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, $1,180,000. 
Naval Submarine Base, Pearl Harbor, 

Hawaii, $2,900,000. 
Naval Station, San Diego, California, 

$16,197,000. 
Naval Submarine Base, San Diego, Cali

fornia, $14,120,000. 

ington, $2,650,000. 
CHIEF OF NAVAL EDUCATION AND TRAINING 

Fleet and Mine Warfare Training Center, 
Charleston, South Carolina, $1,180,000. 

Naval Amphibious School, Coronado, 
California, $9,330,000. 

Surface Warfare Officers School Com
mand Detachment, Coronado, California, 
$5,200,000. 

Naval Air Station, Corpus Christi, Texas, 
$4,360,000. 

Fleet Combat Training Center, Atlantic, 
Dam Neck, Virginia, $9,640,000. 

Naval Explosive Ordnance Disposal 
School, Eglin, Florida, $13, 700,000. 

Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, llli
nois, $20, 740,000. 

Naval Construction Training Center, 
Gui/port, Mississippi, $2,460,000. 

Naval Amphibious School, Little Creek, 
Virginia, $420,000. 

Naval Air Station, Memphis, Tennessee, 
$11,695,000. 

Naval Air Station, Meridian, Mississippi, 
$450,000. 

Naval Submarine School, New London, 
Connecticut, $13,300,000. 

Naval Education and Training Center, 
Newport, Rhode Island, $19,580,000. 

Naval Training Center, Orlando, Florida, 
$9,400,000. 

Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Florida, 
$225,000. 

Naval Technical Training Center, Pensa
cola, Florida, $5,670,000. 

Naval Construction Training Center, Port 
Hueneme, California, $4,800,000. 

Fleet Anti-Submarine Warfare Training 
Center, Pacific, San Diego, California, 
$7,850,000. 

Fleet Combat Training Center, Pacific, 
San Diego, California, $305,000. 

Fleet Training Center, San Diego, Califor
nia, $4, 750,000. 

Naval Training Center, San Diego, Cali
fornia, $2,900,000. 

Naval Technical Training Center, San 
Francisco, California, $1,570,000. 

Naval Air Station, Whiting Field, Florida, 
$810,000. 

NA VAL MIL/TAR Y PERSONNEL COMMAND 
Navy Band, Washington, District of Co

lumbia, $1,900,000. 
NA VAL MEDICAL COMMAND 

Naval Medical Clinic, Annapolis, Mary
land, $12,540,000. 

Naval Hospital, Groton, Connecticut, 
$8, 720,000. 

Naval Hospital, Jacksonville, Florida, 
$18, 600, 000. 

Naval Hospital, Long Beach, California, 
$6,300,000. 

Naval Hospital, Oak Harbor, Washington, 
$13,900,000. 

Naval Hospital, Pensacola, Florida, 
$7,250,000. 

Naval Hospital, San Diego, California, 
$450,000. 

CHIEF OF NAVAL MATERIEL 
Naval Air Rework Facility, Alameda, Cali

fornia, $24,980,000. 
Puget Sound Naval Shipyard., Bremerton, 

Washington, $30,945,000. 
Naval Supply Center, Bremerton, Wash

ington, $1,520,000. 
Naval Weapons Station, Charleston, South 

Carolina, $4,070,000. 
Polaris Missile Facility, Atlantic, Charles

ton, South Carolina, $1,620,000. 
Naval Air Rework Facility, Cherry Point, 

North Carolina, $17,620,000. 

Naval Weapons Center, China Lake, Cali
fornia, $9,315,000. 

Naval Weapons Station, Earle, New 
Jersey, $3, 720,000. 

Naval Construction Battalion Center, 
Gulfport, Mississippi, $2,550,000. 

Naval Ordnance Station, Indian Head, 
Maryland, $1,570,000. 

Naval Supply Center, Jacksonville, Flori
da, $1,555,000. 

Naval Undersea Warfare Engineering Sta
tion, Keyport, Washington, $2,440,000. 

Naval Submarine Base, Kings Bay, Geor
gia, $388,360,000. 

Naval Air Engineering Center, Lakehurst, 
New Jersey, $600,000. 

Long Beach Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, 
California, $7,160,000. 

Naval Ordnance Station, Louisville, Ken
tucky, $16,950,000. 

Naval Air Rework Facility, Norfolk, Vir
ginia, $13,080,000. 

Naval Supply Center, Norfolk, Virginia, 
$2,350,000. 

Naval Air Rework Facility, North Island, 
California, $9,465,000. 

Naval Supply Center, Oakland, Califor
nia, $7,890,000. 

Pearl Harbor Naval Shipyard., Pearl 
Harbor, Hawaii, $1,860,000. 

Navy Public Works Center, Pearl Harbor, 
Hawaii, $13, 700,000. 

Navy Public Works Center, Pensacola, 
Florida, $8,430,000. 

Pacific Missile Test Center, Point Mugu, 
California, $10,200,000. 

Naval Construction Battalion Center, 
Port Hueneme, California, $23,650,000. 

Naval Ship Weapon Systems Engineering 
Station, Port Hueneme, California, 
$10, 780,000. 

Naval Electronic Systems Engineering 
Center, Portsmouth, Virginia, $3,255,000. 

Norfolk Naval Shipyard., Portsmouth, Vir
ginia, $6,690,000. 

Naval Electronic Systems Engineering 
Center, San Diego, California, $27,450,000. 

Naval Supply Center, San Diego, Califor
nia, $7,100,000. 

Naval Electronic Systems Engineering Ac
tivity, Saint Inigoes, Maryland, $15,550,000. 

Mare Island Naval Shipyard., Vallejo, Cali
fornia, $5,915,000. 

Naval Air Development Center, Warmin
ster, Pennsylvania, $4,220,000. 

Naval Mine Warfare Engineering Activity, 
Yorktown, Virginia, $4,120,000. 

NA VAL OCEANOGRAPHY COMMAND 
Naval Oceanography Command Facility, 

Jacksonville, Florida, $390,000. 
Naval Western Oceanography Center, 

Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, $4,500,000. 
NAVAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMMAND 

Naval Radio Station, Sugar Grove, West 
Virginia, $785,000. 

NA VAL SECURITY GROUP COMMAND 
Naval Security Group Activity, Adak, 

Alaska, $980,000. 
Naval Security Group Activity, Northwest, 

Chesapeake, Virginia, $1,385,000. 
Naval Security Group Activity, Skaggs 

Island, California, $395,000. 
Naval Security Group Activity, Winter 

Harbor, Maine, $3,280,000. 
fbJ OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-The Secre

tary of the Navy may acquire real property 
and may carry out military construction 
projects in the amounts shown for each of 
the following installations and locations 
outside the United States: 

MARINE CORPS 
Marine Corps Air Station, Iwakuni, 

Japan, $1, 775,000. 
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Marine Corps Air Station, Futenma, Oki

nawa, Japan, $2,990,000. 
Marine Corps Base Camp Smedley D. 

Butler, Okinawa, Japan, $2,250,000. 
COMMANDER IN CHIEF, ATLANTIC FLEET 

Naval Facility, Argentia, Newfoundland, 
Canada, $700,000. 

Naval Station, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, 
$22,410,000. 

Naval Station, Keftavik, Iceland, 
$1,270,000. 

Atlantic Fleet Weapons Training Facility, 
Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico, $7,100,000. 

Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto 
Rico, $14, 700,000. 

COMMANDER IN CHIEF, PACIFIC FLEET 
Navy Support Facility, Diego Garcia, 

Indian Ocean, $16,530,000. 
Naval Air Facility, Diego Garcia, Indian 

Ocean, $22,450,000. 
Naval Magazine, Guam, $11,270,000. 
Naval Supply Depot, Guam, $6,550,000. 
Naval Station, Guam, $10,200,000. 
Naval Ship Repair Facility, Guam, 

$990,000. 
Naval Magazine, Subic Bay, Republic of 

the Philippines, $250,000. 
Naval Ship Repair Facility, Subic Bay, 

Republic of the Philippines, $13,270,000. 
COMMANDER IN CHIEF, UNITED STATES NAVAL 

FORCES EUROPE 
Naval Activities, London, United King

dom, $7,635,000. 
Naval Support Activity, Naples, Italy, 

$7, 750,000. 
Naval Air Station, Sigonella, Italy, 

$5,930,000. 
Personnel Support Activity, London, 

United Kingdom, $450,000. 
CHIEF OF NAVAL MATERIEL 

Navy Public Works Center, Guam, 
$1,080,000. 

Navy Public Works Center, Yokosuka, 
Japan, $4,400,000. 

NAVAL TELECOMMUNICATIONS COMMAND 
Naval Communication Area Master Sta

tion, Western Paci.fie, Guam, $8,945,000. 
Naval Communication Station, Harold E. 

Holt, Exmouth, Australia, $2,690,000. 
NA VAL SECURITY GROUP COMMAND 

Naval Security Group Detachment, Diego 
Garcia, Indian Ocean, $3, 700,000. 

HOST NATION INFRASTRUCTURE SUPPORT 
Various Locations, $980,000. 

SEC. ZOZ. FAMILY HOUSING. 
fa) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary of the 

Navy may construct or acquire family hous
ing units (including acquisition of landJ at 
the following installations in the number of 
units shown, and in the amount shown, for 
each installation: 

Naval Air Station, Adak, Alaska, one hun
dred units, $15,500,000. 

Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, Cali
fornia, two hundred and eighty-two units, 
$29,800,000. 

Marine Corps Air-Ground Combat Center, 
Twentynine Palms, California, one hundred 
units, $8,400,000. 

Navy Public Works Center, San Diego, 
California, two hundred units, $15,200,000. 

Fleet Training Group Pacific, Warner 
Springs, California, forty-four units, 
$4,400,000. 

Naval Weapons Station, Earle, New 
Jersey, two hundred units, $15,400,000. 

Aviation Supply Office, Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania, one unit, $170,000. 

Navy Public Works Center, Subic Bay, Re
public of the Philippines, three hundred 
units, $24,180,000. 

(b) NA VAL PUBLIC WORKS CENTER, SAN 
DrEGO.-The Secretary of the Navy may con-

struct the two hundred housing units au
thorized by subsection fa) for the Navy 
Public Works Center, San Diego, California, 
at Telegraph Point or at any other suitable 
and appropriate site. 
SEC. ZOJ. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY 

HOUSING UNITS. 
(a) AMOUNT AUTHORIZED.-Subject to sec

tion 2825 of title 10, United States Code, the 
Secretary of the Navy may make expendi
tures to improve existing military family 
housing units in an amount not to exceed 
$34,020,000. 

(b) WAIVER OF MAXIMUM PER UNIT COST FOR 
CERTAIN IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS.-Notwith
standing the maximum amount per unit for 
an improvement project under section 
2825fbJ of title 10, United States Code, the 
Secretary of the Navy may carry out projects 
to improve existing military family housing 
units at the following installations in the 
number of units shown, and in the amount 
shown, for each installation: 

Navy Public Works Center, San Diego, 
California, three hundred seventy-two units, 
$17,610,000. 

Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island, Wash
ington, one unit, $56,500. 
SEC. ZOI. TRANSIENT HOUSING UNITS, CHINHAE, 

KOREA. 
The Secretary of the Navy may convert the 

four existing transient housing units con
tained in Building 706 in Chinhae, Korea, 
to family housing units. 

TITLE III-AIR FORCE 
SEC. JOI. AUTHORIZED AIR FORCE CONSTRUCT/ON 

AND LAND ACQUISITION PROJECTS. 
(a) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-The Secre

tary of the Air Force may acquire real prop
erty and may carry out military construc
tion projects in the amounts shown for each 
of the following installations and locations 
inside the United States: 

AIR FORCE LOGISTICS COMMAND 
Hill Air Force Base, Utah, $28,280,000. 
Kelly Air Force Base, Texas, $41,699,000. 
McClellan Air Force Base, California, 

$63,129,000. 
Robins Air Force Base, Georgia, 

$7,350,000. 
Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma, 

$33,100,000. 
Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio, 

$21,890,000. 
AIR FORCE SYSTEMS COMMAND 

Brooks Air Force Base, Texas, $2,500,000. 
Edwards Air Force Base, California, 

$7,250,000. 
Eglin Air Force Base, Florida, $14,560,000. 
Hanscom Air Force Base, Massachusetts, 

$27,150,000. 
Sunnyvale Air Force Station, California, 

$2, 700,000. 
AIR FORCE RESERVE 

Billy Mitchell Field, Wisconsin, $500,000. 
AIR NATIONAL GUARD 

Buckley Air National Guard Base, Colora
do, $12,370,000. 

AIR TRAINING COMMAND 
Chanute Air Force Base, lllinois, 

$1, 730,000. 
Goodfellow Air Force Base, Texas, 

$29, 950, 000. 
Keesler Air Force Base, Mississippi, 

$10,500,000. 
Lackland Air Force Base, Texas, 

$22, 750,000. 
Laughlin Air Force Base, Texas, 

$1,900,000. 
Lowry Air Force Base, Colorado, 

$6,850,000. 
Mather Air Force Base, California, 

$2, 700, 000. 

Randolph Air Force Base, Texas, 
$3,200,000. 

Reese Air Force Base, Texas, $3,250,000. 
Sheppard Air Force Base, Texas, 

$16,150,000. 
Vance Air Force Base, Oklahoma, 

$4,210,000. 
Williams Air Force Base, Arizona, 

$660,000. 
AIR UNIVERSITY 

Gunter Air Force Station, Alabama, 
$6, 000, 000. 

Maxwell Air Force Base, Alabama, 
$12, 000, 000. 

ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 
Attu Research Site, Alaska, $910,000. 
Eielson Air Force Base, Alaska, 

$44,950,000. 
Elmendorf Air Force Base, Alaska, 

$5,000,000. 
King Salmon Airport, Alaska, $8,600,000. 
Shemya Air Force Base, Alaska, 

$45,900,000. 
MILITARY AIRLIFT COMMAND 

Altus Air Force Base, Oklahoma, 
$13,160,000. 

Andrews Air Force Base, Maryland, 
$10,120,000. 

Base 24, Classified Location, $6,170,000. 
Bolling Air Force Base, District of Colum

bia, $250,000. 
Charleston Air Force Base, South Caroli

na, $1,620,000. 
Dover Air Force Base, Delaware, 

$3,090,000. 
Eglin Auxiliary Field 9, Florida, 

$1, 700,000. 
Kirtland Air Force Base, New Mexico, 

$60, 330, 000. 
McChord Air Force Base, Washington, 

$2,240,000. 
McGuire Air Force Base, New Jersey, 

$16,100,000. 
Norton Air Force Base, California, 

$4,570,000. 
Pope Air Force Base, North Carolina, 

$440,000. 
Scott Air Force Base, lllinois, $17,150,000. 
Travis Air Force Base, California, 

$10,300,000. 
PACIFIC AIR FORCES 

Hickam Air Force Base, Hawaii, $480,000. 
Wheeler Air Force Base, Hawaii, 

$5,050,000. 
SPACE COMMAND 

Cape Cod Air Force Station, Massachu
setts, $600,000. 

Cavalier Air Force Station, North Dakota, 
$950,000. 

Clear Air Force Station, Alaska $4,500,000. 
Peterson Air Force Base, Colorado, 

$5,200,000. 
SPECIAL PROJECT 

Various Locations, $55,000,000. 
STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 

Barksdale Air Force Base, Louisiana, 
$1,400,000. 

Base 34, Classified Location, $8,920,000. 
Beale Air Force Base, California, 

$6,950,000. 
Belle Fourche Air Force Station, South 

Dakota, $4,080,000. 
Blytheville Air Force Base, Arkansas, 

$4,260,000. 
Carswell Air Force Base, Texas, $3,150,000. 
Castle Air Force Base, California, 

$3,300,000. 
Dyess Air Force Base, Texas, $16,950,000. 
Ellsworth Air Force Base, South Dakota. 

$72,064,000. 
Fairchild Air Force Base, Washington, 

$12,500,000. 



27622 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE October 16, 1985 
F.E. Warren Air Force Base, Wyoming, 

$12,550,000. 
Grand Forks Air Force Base, North 

Dakota, $62, 730,000. 
Gri!fiss Air Force Base, New York, 

$2, 740,000. 
Grissom Air Force Base, Indiana, 

$1, 700,000. 
K.l. Sawyer Air Force Base, Michigan, 

$22,580,000. 
Malmstrom Air Force Base, Montana, 

$1,300,000. 
March Air Force Base, California, 

$9,000,000. 
McConnell Air Force Base, Kansas, 

$71,490,000. 
Minot Air Force Base, North Dakota, 

$5,000,000. 
Offutt Air Force Base, Nebraska, 

$4, 740,000. 
Pease Air Force Base, New Hampshire, 

$1,200,000. 
Plattsburgh Air Force Base, New York, 

$1,050,000. 
Vandenberg Air Force Base, California, 

$1,960,000. 
Whiteman Air Force Base, Missouri, 

$4,650,000. 
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Michigan, 

$5,300,000. 
TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Texas, $770,000. 
Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Arizona, 

$8,230,000. 
England Air Force Base, Louisiana, 

$4,900,000. 
George Air Force Base, California, 

$12,640,000. 
Holloman Air Force Base, New Mexico, 

$16,850,000. 
Homestead Air Force Base, Florida, 

$7,015,000. 
Langley Air Force Base, Virginia, 

$8,680,000. 
Luke Air Force Base, Arizona, $14, 780,000. 
MacDill Air Force Base, Florida, 

$8,850,000. 
Moody Air Force Base, Georgia, 

$24, 030, 000. 
Mountain Home Air Force Base, Idaho, 

$14,600,000. 
Myrtle Beach Air Force Base, South Caro

lina, $430,000. 
Nellis Air Force Base, Nevada, $17,860,000. 
Seymour-Johnson Air Force Base, North 

Carolina, $2,320,000. 
Shaw Air Force Base, South Carolina, 

$13,300,000. 
Tyndall Air Force Base, Florida, 

$8, 780,000. 
UNITED STATES AIR FORCE ACADEMY 

Air Force Academy, Colorado, $10,310,000. 
fbJ OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-The Secre

tary of the Air Force may acquire real prop
erty and may carry out military construc
tion projects in the amounts shown for each 
of the following installations and locations 
outside the United States: 

MILITARY AIRLIFT COMMAND 
Lajes Field, Portugal, $25,285,000. 
Rhein-Main Air Base, Gennany, 

$11,600,000. 
PACIFIC AIR FORCES 

Camp Zama, Japan, $1,500,000. 
Kadena Air Base, Japan, $27,650,000. 
Misawa Air Base, Japan, $9,500,000. 
Yokota Air Base, Japan, $13, 750,000. 
Kimhae Air Base, Korea, $10,400,000. 
Kunsan Air Base, Korea, $9,000,000. 
Kwang-Ju Air Base, Korea, $16,310,000. 
Osan Air Base, Korea, $24,510,000. 
Sachon Air Base, Korea, $310,000. 
Diego Garcia Air Base, Indian Ocean, 

$5,300,000. 

Clark Air Base, Republic of the Philip
pines, $15,050,000. 

SPACE COMMAND 
Thule Air Base, Greenland, $12,350,000. 
Sondrestrom Air Base, Greenland, 

$5, 750,000. 
GEODSS Site 5, Portugal, $14,650,000. 
Pirinclik Air Station, Turkey, $2,600,000. 
BMEWS Site Ill, Fylingdales, United 

Kingdom, $3,100,000. 

Howard 
$2,172,000. 

TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 
Air Force Base, Panama, 

UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 
Florennes Air Base, Belgium, $5,860,000. 
Ahlhorn Air Base, Gennany, $350,000. 
Bitburg Air Base, Gennany, $9,050,000. 
Einsiedlerhof, Gennany, $2,900,000. 
Hahn Air Base, Gennany, $8,160,000. 
Hessisch Oldendorf Air Station, Gennany, 

$1,230,000. 
Kapaun Air Station, Gennany, $900,000. 
Leipheim Air Base, Gennany, $350,000. 
MarienJelde Communications Station, 

Gennany, $2,550,000. 
Norvenich Air Base, Gennany, $350,000. 
Pruem Air Station, Gennany, $1,250,000. 
Ramstein Air Base, Gennany, $17,470,000. 
Sembach Air Base, Gennany, $6,460,000. 
Spangdahlem Air Base, Gennany, 

$14,860,000. 
Various Locations, Gennany, $940,000. 
Vogelweh Air Station, Gennany, 

$1,250,000. 
Wenigerath Storage Site, Gennany, 

$1, 700, 000. 
Zweibrucken Air Base, Gennany, 

$4,550,000. 
Aviano Air Base, Italy, $5,070,000. 
Comiso Air Station, Italy, $6,280,000. 
Decimomannu Air Base, Italy, $2,800,000. 
San Vito Air Station, Italy, $1,590,000. 
Morocco, $3,100,000. 
Camp New Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 

$2, 710,000. 
Keizerveer Air Base, The Netherlands, 

$270,000. 
Vught, The Netherlands, $310,000. 
Ankara Air Station, Turkey, $950,000. 
Incirlik Air Base, Turkey, $11,570,000. 
Karatas, Turkey, $2,330,000. 
RAF Alconbury, United Kingdom, 

$20,910,000. 
RAF Bentwaters, United Kingdom, 

$12,050,000. 
RAF Chicksands, United Kingdom, 

$1,630,000. 
RAF Fairford, United Kingdom, 

$7,400,000. 
RAF Greenham Common, United King

dom, $2,840,000. 
RAF Lakenheath, United Kingdom, 

$10,320,000. 
RAF Mildenhall, United Kingdom, 

$8,230,000. 
RAF Molesworth, United Kingdom, 

$21, 063, 000. 
RAF Sculthorpe, United Kingdom, 

$2,350,000. 
RAF Upper Heyford, United Kingdom, 

$4,640,000. 
Various Locations, United Kingdom, 

$3,600,000. 
Base 25, Classified Location, $4,500,000. 
Base 29, Classified Location, $3,500,000. 
Base 30, Classified Location, $4,830,000. 
Base 33, Classified Location, $9,450,000. 
Various Locations, Europe, $4,450,000. 

SEC. JOZ. FAMILY HOUSING. 

The Secretary of the Air Force may con
struct or acquire family housing units fin
cluding acquisition of landJ at the following 
installations in the number of units shown, 

and in the amount shown, for each installa
tion: 

Florennes, Belgium, four hundred units, 
$29,200,000. 

Hahn Air Base, Gennany, four hundred 
and forty units, $33,000,000. 

Ramstein Air Base, Gennany, four hun
dred units, $30,000,000. 

Osan Air Base, Korea, family housing sup
port facilities, $1,200,000. 

Camp New Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 
one hundred and forty units, $11,000,000. 

Clark Air Base, Republic of the Philip
pines, four hundred and fifty units, 
$ 3 7, 900, 000. 

Belle Fourche Air Force Station, South 
Dakota, fifty units, $4,000,000. 

Hanscom Air Force Base, Massachusetts, 
one hundred and sixty-three units, 
$14,200,000. 
SEC. JOJ. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY 

HOUSING UNITS. 

fa) AMOUNT Ar.rrHORIZED.-Subject to sec
tion 2825 of title 10, United States Code, the 
Secretary of the Air Force may make expend
itures to improve existing military family 
housing units in an amount not to exceed 
$61,300,000, of which $19,939,000 is avail
able only for energy conservation projects. 

fb) WAIVER OF MAXIMUM PER UNIT COST FOR 
CERTAIN IMPROVEMENT PROJECTS.-Notwith
standing the maximum amount per unit for 
an improvement project under section 
2825fbJ of title 10, United States Code, the 
Secretary of the Air Force may carry out 
projects to improve existing military family 
housing units at the following installations 
in the number of units shown, and in the 
amount shown, for each installation: 

Bolling Air Force Base, District of Colum
bia, twenty-four units, $1,200,000. 

Scott Air Force Base, lllinois, three hun
dred and twenty-eight units, $12,532,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Nebraska, thirty
two units, $2,873,000. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, New Mexico, one 
hundred and ten units, $3, 724,000. 

Ramstein Air Base, Gennany, two hun
dred and eighty units, $10,279,000. 

Andersen Air Force Base, Guam, one hun
dred units, $6,605,000. 

Kadena Air Base, Japan, two hundred and 
thirty-five units, $12,163,000. 

Clark Air Base, Philippines, twenty-nine 
units, $1,042,000. 

(C) IMPROVEMENT PROJECT AT PETERSON AIR 
FORCE BASE, COLORAD0.-(1) To support the 
United States Space Command fUSSPACE
COMJ, the Secretary of the Air Force may 
carry out an improvement project at Peter
son Air Force Base, Colorado, to add to and 
alter an existing facility and fnotwithstand
ing section 2826 of title 10, United States 
Code) convert it to a family housing unit 
with a maximum net fl.oar area of 3,100 
square feet at a cost not to exceed $81,000. 

f2J The amount of the project authorized 
by this subsection shall not be considered to 
increase the amount authorized to be appro
priated by this Act for functions of the De
partment of the Air Force. 

f3J For purposes of this subsection, the 
tenn "net fl.oar area" has the same meaning 
given that tenn by section 2826ffJ of title 10, 
United States Code. 

TITLE IV-DEFENSE AGENCIES 
SEC. 401. AUTHORIZED CONSTRl'CT/ON PROJECTS 

AND LAND ACQVISITION FOR THE DE· 
FENSE AGENCIES. 

fa) INSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-The Secre
tary of Defense may acquire real property 
and carry out military construction projects 
in the amounts shown for each of the follow-
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·ng installations and locations inside the 
United States: 

DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Anchor

ge, Alaska, $1,390,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Alame

a, California, $1,320,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Bar-

tow, California, $825,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, San Diego, 
alifornia, $600,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, San Pedro, 

California, $700,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Groton, 

Connecticut, $625,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, Port Tampa, 
lorida, $595,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Fort 
iley, Kansas, $965,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, Newington, 
ew Hampshire, $1,040,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, Verona, New 

York, $1,395,000. 
Defense Depot, Mechanicsburg, Pennsylva
ia, $470,000. 
Defense Depot, Memphis, Tennessee, 

8,085,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Texar

kana, Texas, $2,635,000. 
Defense Depot, Ogden, Utah, $3,825,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Hill Air 

Force Base, Ogden, Utah, $750,000. 
Defense General Supply Center, Rich

mond, Virginia, $5,355,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Rich

mond, Virginia, $650,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, Manchester, 

Washington, $565,000. 
Defense Property Disposal Office, F.E. 

Warren Air Force Base, Cheyenne, Wyo
ming, $1,020,000. 

DEFENSE MAPPING AGENCY 
Repromat Secure Storage Facility, Miner

al Wells, Texas, $900,000. 
NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY 

Fort Meade, Maryland, $7,078,000. 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE 

Classified Location, $12,000,000. 
Fort McNair, Washington, District of Co

lumbia, $25,000,000. 
Classified Location, $3,142,000. 
fb) OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES.-The Secre

tary of Defense may acquire real property 
and may carry out military construction 
projects in the amounts shown for each of 
the following installations and locations 
outside the United States: 

DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY 
Defense Property Disposal Office, Kaisers

lautern, Germany, $360,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, Chimu Wan, 

Okinawa, Japan, $8,160,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, Pyongtaek, 

Korea, $5,820,000. 
Defense Fuel Support Point, Uijongbu, 

Korea, $6,200,000. 
NATIONAL SECURITY AGENCY 

Classified Locations, $7,150,000. 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE OVERSEAS DEPENDENTS 

SCHOOLS 
Florennes, Belgium, $7,420,000. 
Babenhausen, Germany, $760,000. 
Bamberg, Germany, $5,800,000. 
Butzbach, Germany, $3,420,000. 
Hanau, Germany, $7,480,000. 
Heidelberg, Germany, $1,910,000. 
Heilbronn, Germany, $2,520,000. 
Pirmasens, Germany, $1,630,000. 
Schweinfurt, Germany, $3,930,000. 
Sembach Air Base, Germany, $2,170,000. 
Vilseck, Germany, $6,680,000. 
Sigonella, Italy, $5,360,000. 
Misawa Air Base, Japan, $4, 780,000. 

Okinawa, Japan, $300,000. 
Osan Air Base, Korea, $2, 780,000. 
Pusan, Korea, $1,540,000. 
Taegu, Korea, $730,000. 
Soesterberg Air Base, Netherlands, 

$4,460,000. 
Clark Air Base, Republic of the Philip-

pines, $7,190,000. 
Bicester, United Kingdom, $4,570,000. 
Upwood, United Kingdom, $3,240,000. 
Woodbridge RAF Station, United King-

dom, $1,060,000. 
SEC. 401. FAMILY HOUSING. 

The Secretary of Defense may construct or 
acquire twenty family housing units (in
cluding acquisition of land) at classified in
stallations in the total amount of $1,800,000. 
SEC. 403. IMPROVEMENTS TO MILITARY FAMILY 

HOUSING UNITS. 
Subject to section 2825 of title 10, United 

States Code, the Secretary of Defense may 
make expenditures to improve existing mili
tary family housing units in an amount not 
to exceed $110,000. 

TITLE V-NORTH ATLANTIC TREATY 
ORGANIZATION INFRASTRUCTURE 

SEC. 501. AUTHORITY OF THE SECRETllRY OF DE
FENSE TO MA.KE CONTRIBUTIONS. 

The Secretary of Defense may make contri
butions for the North Atlantic Treaty Orga
nization in.Jrastructure program as provid
ed in section 2806 of title 10, United States 
Code, in an amount not to exceed the 
amount authorized to be appropriated in 
section 605 plus the amount collected from 
the North Atlantic Treaty Organization as a 
result of construction previously financed 
by the United States. 
TITLE VI-AUTHORIZATION OF APPRO

PRIATIONS AND RECURRING ADMIN
ISTRATIVE PROVISIONS 

SEC. 601. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 
ARMY. 

fa) IN GENERAL.-Funds are hereby author
ized to be appropriated for fiscal years be
ginning aJter September 30, 1985, for mili
tary construction, land acquisition, and 
military family housing functions of the De
partment of the Army in the total amount of 
$3,410, 786,000 as follows: 

f 1J For military construction projects 
inside the United States authorized by sec
tion 101faJ, $1,120,111,000. 

f2J For military constni.ction projects out
side the United States authorized by section 
101fb), $450,290,000. 

r 3J For military construction projects 
inside the United States authorized by sec
tion 101 of the Military Construction Au
thorization Act, 1985, $26,000,000. 

f4J For unspecified minor construction 
projects under section 2805 of title 10, 
United States Code, $31,000,000. 

f5J For architectural and engineering serv
ices and construction design under section 
2807 of title 10, United States Code, 
$136,100,000. 

f6J For military family housing func
tions-

fAJ for construction and acquisition of 
military family housing and facilities, 
$356,491,000; and 

fBJ for support of military family housing 
(including the functions described in sec
tion 2834 of title 10, United States Code), 
$1,290, 794,000, of which not more than 
$2,520,000 may be obligated or expended for 
the leasing of military family housing units 
in the United States, the Commonwealth of 
Puerto Rico, and Guam, and not more than 
$131,047,000 may be obligated or expended 
for the leasing of military fcmily housing 
units in foreign countries. 

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CON
STRUCTION PROJECTS AUTHORIZED IN TITLE[.
Notwithstanding the cost variations author
ized by section 2853 of title 10, United States 
Code, and any other cost variation author
ized by law, the total cost of all projects car
ried out under section 101 may not exceed 
the total amount authorized to be appropri
ated under paragraphs flJ and f2J of subsec
tion faJ, and $73,000,000 fthe amount au
thorized for the construction of the Eastern 
Distribution Center, New Cumberland Army 
Depot, Pennsylvania), and $101,000,000 fthe 
amount authorized under section 101 fbJ for 
Various Locations, Germany). 
SEC. 601. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

NA.VY. 

faJ IN GENERAL.-Funds are hereby author
ized to be appropriated for fiscal years be
ginning aJter September 30, 1985, for mili
tary construction, land acquisition, and 
military family housing functions of the De
partment of the Navy in the total amount of 
$2,602,234,000 as follows: 

flJ For military construction projects 
inside the United States authorized by sec
tion 201faJ, $1,521,450,000. 

f2J For military construction projects out
side the United States authorized by section 
201fb), $178,265,000. 

f3J For unspecified minor construction 
projects under section 2805 of title 10, 
United States Code, $21,560,000. 

f4J For architectural and engineering serv
ices and construction design under section 
2807 of title 10, United States Code, 
$139,260,000. 

f5J For advances to the Secretary of Trans
portation for construction of defense access 
roads under section 210 of title 23, United 
States Code, $2,960,000. 

f6J For military family housing func
tions-

fAJ for construction and acquisition of 
military family housing and facilities, 
$154,000,000; and 

(BJ for support of military housing (in
cluding functions described in section 2834 
of title 10, United States CodeJ, $584, 739,000, 
of which not more than $3,545,000 may be 
obligated or expended for the leasing of mili
tary family housing units in the United 
States, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
and Guam, and not more than $18,934,000 
may be obligated or expended for the leasing 
of military family housing units in foreign 
countries. 

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CON
STRUCTION PROJECTS AUTHORIZED IN TITLE 
!!.-Notwithstanding the cost variations au
thorized by section 2853 of title 10, United 
States Code, and any other cost variation 
authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 201 may 
not exceed the total amount authorized to be 
appropriated under paragraphs flJ and f2J 
of subsection faJ. 
SEC. 603. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS. AIR 

FORCE. 

IN GENERAL.-Funds are hereby authorized 
to be appropriated for fiscal years beginning 
aJter September 30, 1985, for military con
struction, land acquisition, and military 
family housing functions of the Department 
of the Air Force in the total amount of 
$2,809,561,000 as follows: 

f 1J For military construction projects 
inside the United States authorized by sec
tion 301faJ, $1,224,617,000. 

f2J For military construction projects out
side the United States authorized by section 
301fbJ, $446, 710,000. 
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f3) For unspecified minor construction 

projects under section 2805 of title 1 O 
United States Code, $22,000,000. ' 

f4J For architectural and engineering serv
ices and construction design under section 
2807 of title 10, United States Code, 
$144,096,000. 

(5) For advances to the Secretary of Trans
portation for construction of defense access 
roads under section 210 of title 23, United 
States Code, $30,240,000. 

f6J For military family housing func
tions-

fAJ for construction and acquisition of 
military family housing and facilities, 
$226,800,000; and 

fBJ for support of military housing fin
cluding functions described in section 2834 
of title 10, United States Code), $715,098,000, 
of which not more than $2, 711,000 may be 
obligated or expended for the leasing of mili
tary family housing units in the United 
States, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, 
and Guam. and not more than $45,402,000 
may be obligated or expended for the leasing 
of military family housing units in foreign 
countries. 

(b) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CON
STRUCTION PROJECTS AUTHORIZED IN TITLE 
III.-Notwithstanding the cost variations 
authorized by section 2853 of title 10, United 
States Code, and any other cost variation 
authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 301 may 
not exceed the total amount authorized to be 
appropriated under paragraphs fl) and f2) 
of subsection fa). 
SEC. ffU. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, DE

FENSE AGENCIES. 
fa) IN GENERAL.-Funds are hereby author

ized to be appropriated for fiscal years be
ginning after September 30, 1985, for mili
tary construction, land acquisition, and 
military family housing functions of the De
partment of the Defense fother than the 
military departments), in the total amount 
of $203,025,000 as follows: 

fl) For military construction projects 
inside the United States authorized by sec
tion 401fa), $53,132,000. 

f2) For military construction projects out
side the United States authorized by section 
401fb), $93,193,000. 

f 3) For unspecified minor construction 
projects under section 2805 of title 10, 
United States Code, $4,000,000. 

f4) For construction projects contingency 
construction authority of the Secretary of 
Defense under section 2804 of title 10, 
United States Code, $5,000,000. 

f5) For architectural and engineering serv
ices and construction design under section 
2807 of title 10, United States Code, 
$27,400,000. 

f6J For military family housing func
tions-

fAJ for construction and acquisition of 
military family housing and facilities, 
$1,910,000; and 

fBJ for support of military housing (in
cluding functions described in section 2834 
of title 10, United States Code), $18,390,000, 
of which not more than $14,933,000 may be 
obligated or expended for the leasing of mili
tary family housing units in foreign coun
tries. 

(b) AUTHORIZATION OF UNOBLIGATED 
FUNDS.-Funds appropriated to the Depart
ment of Defense for fiscal years be/ ore fiscal 
year 1986 for military construction func
tions of the Defense Agencies that remain 
available for obligation are hereby author
ized to be made available, to the extent pro
vided in appropriations Acts, for military 

construction projects authorized in section 
401 in the amount of $42,025,000. 

(c) LIMITATION ON TOTAL COST OF CON
STRUCTION PROJECTS AUTHORIZED IN TITLE 
IV.-Notwithstanding the cost variations 
authorized by section 2853 of title 10, United 
States Code, and any other cost variations 
authorized by law, the total cost of all 
projects carried out under section 401 may 
not exceed the total amount authorized to be 
appropriated under paragraphs fl) and f2J 
of subsection fa) and the amount specified 
in subsection fbJ. 
SEC. f05. AUTHORIZATION OF APPROPRIATIONS, 

NATO. 
Funds are hereby authorized to be appro

priated for fiscal years beginning after Sep
tember 30, 1985, for contributions by the 
Secretary of Defense under section 2806 of 
title 10, United States Code, for the share of 
the United States of the cost of construction 
projects for the North Atlantic Treaty Orga
nization Infrastructure Program. as author
ized by section 501, in the amount of 
$55, 000, 000. 
SEC. fOf. EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS,· EXTEN· 

SION OF CERTAIN PREVIOUS AUTHOR/· 
ZATIONS. 

(a) EXPIRATION OF AUTHORIZATIONS AFTER 
Two YEARS.-(1) Except as provided in para
graph f2J, all authorizations contained in 
titles I, II, Ill, IV, and V for military con
struction projects, land acquisition, family 
housing projects and facilities, and contri
butions to the NATO Infrastructure Pro
gram fand authorizations of appropriations 
therefor contained in sections 601 through 
605) shall expire on October 1, 1987, or the 
date of the enactment of the Military Con
struction Authorization Act for fiscal year 
1988, whichever is later. 

f2J The provisions of paragraph fl) do not 
apply to authorizations for military con
struction projects, land acquisition, family 
housing projects and facilities, and contri
butions to the NA TO Infrastructure Pro
gram fand authorizations of appropriations 
therefor), for which appropriated funds have 
been obligated before October 1, 1987, or the 
date of the enactment of the Military Con
struction Authorization Act for fiscal year 
1988, whichever is later, for construction 
contracts, land acquisition, family housing 
projects and facilities, or contributions to 
the NATO Infrastructure Program. 

fb) EXTENSION OF AUTHORIZATION OF CER
TAIN FISCAL YEAR 1984 PROJECTS.-Notwith
standing the provisions of section 607fa) of 
the Military Construction Authorization 
Act, 1984 f Public Law 98-115; 97 Stat. 780), 
authorizations for the following projects au
thorized in sections 101, 201, 301, and 401 of 
that Act shall remain in effect until October 
1, 1986, or the date of enactment of the Mili
tary Construction Authorization Act for 
fiscal year 198 7, whichever is later: 

f V Consolidated heating system in the 
amount of $1,850,000 at Stuttgart, Germany. 

f2J Consolidated heating system in the 
amount of $1, 750,000 at Stuttgart, Germany. 

f3) Range modernization in the amount of 
$2,450,000 at WildJlecken, Germany. 

f4J Unaccompanied personnel housing in 
the amount of $1,400,000 at Argyroupolis, 
Greece. 

f5) Operations building in the amount of 
$370,000 at Argyroupolis, Greece. 

(6) MultipuTTJose recreation facility in the 
amount of $480,000 at Argyroupolis, Greece. 

f7) Unaccompanied Officer housing in the 
amount of $600,000 at Perivolaki, Greece. 

f8J Operations building in the amount of 
$410,000 at Perivolaki, Greece. 

f9) MultipUTTJOSe recreation facility in the 
amount of $620,000 at Perivolaki, Greece. 

f 10) Physical fitness training center in the 
amount of $1,000,000 at Elefsis, Greece. 

flV Operations control center in the 
amount of $7,800,000 at the Naval Air Sta
tion, Brunswick, Maine. 

f12) Engine test cell modifications in the 
amount of $1,180,000 at the Naval Air Sta
tion, Cecil Field, Florida. 

f 13) Land acquisition in the amount o 
$830,000 at the Naval Weapons Station, 
Concord, California. 

f 14) Unaccompanied enlisted personnel 
housing in the amount of $10,000,000 at the 
Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Florida. 

f15J Electrical distribution lines in the 
amount of $7,200,000 at the Naval Shipyard 
Mare Island, Vallejo, California. 

f 16) Family housing in the amount of 
$33,982,000 at RAF Upper Heyford, United 
Kingdom. 

f17) Air freight terminal in the amount of 
$10,200,000 at Elmendorf, Alaska. 

f18) Sewage system in the amount of 
$2, 760,000 at the Naval Training Center, Or
lando, Florida. 

f 19) Physical fitness training center in the 
amount of $1,000,000 at Fort Hunter Liggett, 
California. 

f20) Child care center in the amount of 
$3,000,000 at Fort Polk, Louisiana. 

f2V Physical fitness training center in the 
amount of $2,200,000 at Sierra Army Depot, 
California. 

f22J Special Process Laboratories Building 
in the amount of $39,100,000 at Fort Meade, 
Maryland. 
SEC. 107. ESTABLISHMENT OF CERTAIN A.tlOl'.VTS 

REQUIRED TO BE SPECIFIED BYLAW. 

For projects or contracts initiated during 
the period beginning on the date of the en
actment of this Act or October 1, 1985, 
whichever is later, and ending on the date of 
the enactment of the Military Construction 
Authorization Act for fiscal year 198 7 or Oc
tober 1, 1986, whichever is later, the follow
ing amounts apply: 

fl) The maximum amount for an unspeci
fied minor military construction project 
under section 2805 of title 10, United States 
Code, is $1,000,000. 

f2) The amount of a contract for architec
tural and engineering services or construc
tion design that makes such a contract sub
ject to the reporting requirement under sec
tion 2807 of title 10, United States Code, is 
$300,000. 

f3) The maximum amount per unit for an 
improvement project for family housing 
units under section 2825 of title 10, United 
States Code, is $30,000. 

f4) The maximum annual rental for a 
family housing unit leased in the United 
States, Puerto Rico, or Guam under section 
2828fb) of title 10, United States Code, is 
$10,000. 

f5)(A) The maximum annual rental for a 
family housing unit leased in a foreign 
country under section 2828fc) of title 10. 
United States Code, is $16,800. 

fB) The maximum number of family hous
ing units that may be leased at any one time 
in foreign countries under section 2828fc) of 
title 10, United States Code, is 34, 000. 

(6) The maximum rental per year for 
family housing facilities, or for real proper
ty related to family housing facilities, leased 
in a foreign country under section 2828ffJ of 
title 10, United States Code, is $250,000. 
Sf:C. fOH. EFf'ECTIJ'E IJ.4Tf," f'OR l'ROJECT .H 'THORl

ZATIO.\'S. 

Titles I, II, Ill, IV, and V of this Act shall 
take effect on October 1. 1985. 
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TITLE VII-GUARD AND RESERVE 

FORCES FACILITIES 
SEC. 701. Al'THORIZAT/ON FOR GUARD AND RESERVE 

FACILITIES. 

There are authorized to be appropriated 
for fiscal years beginning after September 
30, 1985, for the costs of acquisition, archi
tectural and engineering services, and con
struction of facilities for the Guard and Re
serve Forces, and for contributions therefor, 
under chapter 133 of title 10, United States 
Code (including the cost of acquisition of 
land for those facilities), the following 
amounts: 

( 1 J For the Department of the Army-
f AJ for the Army National Guard of the 

United States, $145,924,000, plus $7,565,000 
for facilities at Scranton/Wilkes-Barre, 
Pennsylvania, plus $2,671,000 for facilities 
at various locations in Alabama, plus 
$2,186,000 for facilities located in Missouri, 
plus $755,000 for a facility in New Mexico, 
and 

fBJ for the Army Reserve, $66,289,000. 
f2J For the Department of the Navy, for 

the Naval and Marine Corps Reserves, 
$61,800,000. 

f3J For the Department of the Air Force
fAJ for the Air National Guard of the 

United States, $139,000,000, and 
fBJ for the Air Force Reserve, $70,650,000. 
TITLE VIII-GENERAL PROVISIONS 

SEC. 801. EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR CERTAIN 
PILOT PROGRAMS. 

(a) BUILD-TO-LEASE PROGRAM.-Paragraph 
f9J of section 2828fgJ of title 10, United 
States Code, is amended by striking out "Oc
tober 1, 1985" and inserting in lieu thereof 
"September 30, 1986". 

(b) RENTAL GUARANTEE PROGRAM.-Subsec
tion fhJ of section 802 of the Military Con
struction Authorization Act, 1984 (Public 
Law 98-115; 97 Stat. 783, 789J, is amended 
by striking out "September 30, 1985" and in
serting in lieu thereof "September 30, 1986". 
SEC. 80Z. FAMILY HOUSING OCCUPANT LIABILITY. 

(a) LIABILITY FOR FAILURE To CLEAN SATIS
FACTORILY.-Subsection faJ of section 2775 of 
title 10, United States Code, is amended-

( 1J by inserting "(1J" after "faJ"; and 
f2J by adding at the end thereof the follow

ing new paragraph: 
"(2J A member of the armed forces-
"fAJ who is assigned or provided a family 

housing unit; and 
"(BJ who fails to clean satisfactorily that 

housing unit fas determined under regula
tions prescribed by the Secretary of Defense 
or Secretary of Transportation with respect 
to the Coast Guard when it is not operating 
as a service in the Navy) upon termination 
of the assignment or provision of that hous
ing unit, 
shall be liable to the United States for the 
cost of cleaning made necessary as a result 
of that failure.". 

(b) AUTHORITY OF SECRETARY OF TRANSPOR· 
TATION.-Section 2775 of such title is amend
ed-

( 1J in subsections fa) and fbJ, by inserting 
after "the Secretary of Defense" the follow
ing: "and the Secretary of Transportation 
when the Coast Guard is not operating as a 
service in the Navy"; and 

f2J in subsection fdJ, by inserting after "or 
defense agency concerned" the following: ", 
or the operating expenses account of the 
Coast Guard, as appropriate". 

(C) CONFORMING AMENDMENTS.-(1) Subsec
tion fbJ of such section is amended by in
serting "fin the case of liability under sub
section fa)(1))" after "including". 

f2J Subsection fc)(1J of such section is 
amended by striking out "subsection fa)" 

and inserting in lieu thereof "subsection 
fa)(1J, or the cost of any cleaning made nec
essary by a failure to clean satisfactorily a 
family housing unit referred to in subsec
tion faH2J, ". 

f3J Subsection fdJ of such section is 
amended by inserting "or failure to clean 
satisfactorily a family housing unit" after 
"for the equipment or furnishings of a 
family housing unitJ ". 

f4J Subsection feJ of such section is 
amended to read as follows: 

"fe) The Secretary of Defense, and the Sec
retary of Transportation when the Coast 
Guard is not operating as a service in the 
Navy, shall prescribe regulations to carry 
out this section. Such regulations shall in
clude-

"f 1J regulations for determining the cost 
of repairs and replacements made necessary 
as the result of abuse or negligence for which 
a member is liable under subsection faH1J; 

"f2J regulations for determining the cost 
of cleaning made necessary as a result of the 
failure to clean satisfactorily for which a 
member is liable under subsection fa)(2J; 
and 

"f3J provisions for limitations of liability, 
the compromise or waiver of claims, and the 
collection of amounts owed under this sec
tion.". 

fd) CLERICAL AMENDMENTS.-fl) The head
ing of such section is amended to read as 
follows: 
"§ 2775. Liabilitg of members a .. igned to military 

hou1ing'~ 

f2J The item relating to such section in the 
table of sections at the beginning of chapter 
165 of such title is amended to read as fol
lows: 
"2775. Liability of members assigned to 

military housing. ". 
SEC. 80J. PREOCCUPANCY TERMINATION COSTS. 

fa) IN GENERAL.-Section 2828fd) of title 
10, United States Code, is amended-

f 1J by inserting "f1J" after "fdJ"; and 
f2J by adding the following new paragraph 

at the end thereof: 
"f2J The Secretary may enter into an 

agreement under this paragraph in connec
tion with a lease entered into under subsec
tion fcJ. Any such agreement shall be for any 
period not in excess of three years and shall 
be for the purpose of compensating a devel
oper for any costs resulting from the termi
nation of the lease during the construction 
of the housing units that are to be occupied 
pursuant to the lease. Any agreement en
tered into under this paragraph shall in
clude a provision that the obligation of the 
United States to make payments under the 
agreement in any fiscal year is subject to the 
availability of appropriations.". 

fb) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendment 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc
tober 1, 1985. 
SEC. 801. ACTIVITIES INCLUDED WITHIN AUTHORIZA· 

T/ONS FOR MILITARY FAMILY HOUSING. 

fa) CONSTRUCTION AND ACQUISITION OF 
FAMILY HOUSING.-Section 2821 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding 
at the end thereof the following new subsec
tion: 

"fdJ Amounts authorized by law for con
struction and acquisition of military family 
housing and facilities include amounts for

"f 1 J minor construction; 
"f2J improvements to existing military 

family housing units and facilities; 
"f3J relocation of military family housing 

units under section 2827 of this title; and 
"f4J architectural and engineering services 

and construction design.". 

fb) FAMILY HOUSING SUPPORT.-(1J Chapter 
169 of such title is amended by adding after 
section 2832 the following new section: 
"§ 2833. Familg hoU1ing 1upporl 

"Amounts authorized by law for support 
of military family housing include amounts 
for-

"f 1J operating expenses; 
"f2) leasing expenses; 
"f3J maintenance of real property ex

penses; 
"f4J payments of principal and interest on 

mortgage debts incurred; and 
"f5J payments of mortgage insurance pre

miums authorized under section 222 of the 
National Hotu1ing Act f12 U.S.C. 1715mJ. ". 

f2J The table of sections at the beginning 
of subchapter II of such chapter is amended 
by adding after the item relating to section 
2832 the following new item: 
"2833. Family hotu1ing supporL ". 
SEC. 815. DOMESTIC FAMILY HOUSING LIMITATIONS. 

fa) IN GENERAL.-Section 2828fb)(3) of title 
10, United States Code, is amended-

f1J by striking out "f3J Not" and inserting 
in lieu thereof "f3HAJ Except as provided in 
subparagraph fBJ, not"; and 

f2J by adding the following new subpara
graph at the end thereof: 

"fBJ During fiscal years 1986 and 1987, 
the number of hotu1ing units that may be 
leased pursuant to the provisions of sub
paragraph fAJ may be increased by 500 units 
for each such fiscal year. The Secretary con
cerned shall provide written notification to 
the Committees on Armed Services of the 
Senate and Hotu1e of Representatives con
cerning the location, purpose, and cost of 
the additional units permitted by this sub
paragraph. Such notification shall be made 
periodically as the leases are entered into.". 

fb) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc
tober 1, 1985. 
SEC. 80f. SALE·AND-REPLA CEMENT TRANSACTIONS. 

fa) EXTENSION OF AUTHORITY FOR SALE-AND
REPLACEMENT TRANSACTIONS.-Effective as of 
September 30, 1985, section 807fcJ of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act, 
1984 f Public Law No. 98.115; 97 Stal 786), is 
amended by striking out "October 1, 1985" 
and inserting in lieu thereof "October 1, 
1986". 

fb) APPROVAL OF TRANSACT/ONS.-The Secre
tary of Defense may carry out the following 
sale-and-replacement transactions under the 
provisions of section 2667a of title 10, 
United States Code: 

f 1J The sale and replacement of warehotu1-
ing facilities at Schofield Barracks, Hawaii. 

f2J The sale and replacement of a noncom
missioned officers professional education 
center, a band center, and a combat oper
ations center at March Air Force Base, Cali
fornia. 
SEC. 807. TURN-KEY SELECTION PROCEDURES. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Chapter 169 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended by adding 
at the end of subchapter III the following 
new section: 
"§2862. Turn-keg 1election procedure• 

"fa)(1J The Secretaries of the military de
partments, with the approval of the Secre
tary of Defense, may use one-step turn-key 
selection procedures for the purpose of enter
ing into contracts for the construction of 
authorized military construction projects. 

"f2J In this section, 'one-step turn-key se
lection procedures' means procedures used 
for the selection of a contractor on the basis 
of price and other evaluation criteria to per
form, in accordance with the provisions of a 
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firm fixed-price contract, both the design 
and construction of a facility using per
! ormance specifications supplied by the Sec
retary concerned. 

"fb) The Secretary of a military depart
ment may not, during any fiscal year, enter 
into more than three contracts for military 
construction projects using procedures au
thorized by this section. 

"fc) The authority of a Secretary of a mili
tary department under this section shall 
expire on October 1, 1991. ". 

(b) CONFORMING AMENDMENT.-The table of 
sections at the beginning of such subchapter 
is amended by adding after the item relating 
to section 2861 the following: 
" 2862. Turn-key selection procedures.". 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc
tober 1, 1985. 
SEC. 808. COMMUNITY PLANNING ASSISTANCE. 

The Secretary of Defense may use funds 
appropriated for fiscal year 1986 for plan
ning and design purposes to provide com
munity planning assistance when local re
sources are not sufficient, by grant or other
wise, as follows: 

rv To assist communities located near 
newly established Light Infantry Division 
Posts, $2,000,000. 

f2) To assist communities located near 
newly established homeports under the 
Naval Strategic Dispersal Program, 
$3,000,000. 
SEC. 809. MADIGAN ARMY MEDICAL CENTER, FORT 

LEWIS WASHINGTON. 
fa) IN GENERAL.-Section 601 (C) of the 

Military Construction Authorization Act, 
1985 f Public Law 98-407; 98 Stat. 1512), is 
amended by striking out "and the amount 
specified in subsection fbJ" and inserting in 
lieu thereof ", the amount specified in sub
section fbHV, and $326,800,000 fthe amount 
authorized for the construction of the Mad
igan Army Medical Center, Fort Lewis, 
Washington) ". 

(b) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendment 
made by this section shall become effective 
on October 1, 1985. 
SEC. 810. INTERSERJllCE EXCHANGES. 

Section 2571 of title 10, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end 
thereof the following new subsection: 

"fd) No agency or official of the executive 
branch of the Federal Government may es
tablish any regulation, program, or policy or 
take any other action which precludes, di
rectly or indirectly, the Secretaries con
cerned from carrying out this section. ". 
SEC. 811. PLAN FOR CLEANUP OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN 

ARSENAL 
fa) IN GENERAL.-The Secretary of the 

Army shall develop and transmit, by Decem
ber 31, 1985, to the Congress a report setting 
forth a comprehensive plan for completing 
the cleanup of contaminated sites, struc
tures, equipment, and natural resources at 
or near the Rocky Mountain Arsenal near 
Denver, Colorado, by September 30, 1993. 

fb) SPECIFIC REQUJREMENTS.-ln such plan, 
the Secretary shall-

( 1) describe in detail the various phases 
for the project, along with the completion 
dates and a priority ranking of the goals for 
each such phase; 

f2J provide cost estimates for each such 
phase and for the total project; 

r 3) provide findings and conclusions 
reached as a result of consultation, before 
the transmittal of the plan, with State and 
local officials fincluding officials of water 
districts) and the general public; 

f4) provide that consultation and coordi
nation with such officials and the general 

public will be carried out throughout the 
process of cleaning up the Arsenal; 

f5) provide for priority cleanup of-
f A) the most seriously contaminated areas 

at the Arsenal, including the areas known as 
Basin F, Basin A, the South Plants Area, 
and section 36; 

fBJ other areas at the Arsenal which 
should be a.JI orded priority treatment for the 
benefit of the general public, including the 
areas known as sections 7, 8, 11, and 12; and 

fCJ any sites, structures, equipment, or 
natural resources located outside the A rse
nal that have been contaminated by activi
ties carried out at the Arsenal; 

f6J provide for the cleanup of the areas de
scribed in paragraph f5) without regard to 
whether a final disposal site for hazardous 
substances from the Arsenal has been select
ed; 

f7J establish, as a priority, the use of 
waste-treatment technologies that will 
reduce significantly the amount and toxici
ty level of hazardous substances at or near 
the Arsenal; 

f8J provide for selection of a final disposal 
site for hazardous substances from the Arse
nal in a manner that will take into consid
eration sites, within and outside of Colora
do, that-

fAJ are geologically suitable to serve as 
such a disposal site; and 

fBJ are located within areas the governing 
bodies of which have expressed a willingness 
to have such a disposal site located therein; 

(9) provide that all activities in the plan 
will be carried out in compliance with the 
requirements of applicable Federal and 
State environmental laws; 

f10) provide findings and conclusions 
reached as a result of studying the feasibili
ty and cost of cleansing groundwater on an 
expedited basis at the sources of contamina
tion on the Arsenal; and 

r 1 V include a statement concerning any 
reprogramming or supplemental appropria
tion of funds that may be necessary for 
fiscal year 1986 in order to assure an expedi
tious implementation of the plan. 
SEC. BIZ. PROJECT AMOUNT FOR FORT DRUM, NEW 

YORK 

fa) IN GENERAL.-The amount established 
for a project at Fort Drum, New York. by 
section 101 of the Military Construction Au
thorization Act, 1985 f Public Law 98-407; 98 
Stat. 1495) is hereby increased by 
$82,500,000. 

fb) FUNDING.-Funds appropriated to the 
Department of Defense for fiscal years before 
fiscal year 1986 for military construction 
functions of the Army that remain cr..vailable 
for obligation are hereby authorized to be 
made available, to the extent provided in 
appropriation Acts, for the military con
struction project described in subsection fa), 
in the amount of $82,500,000. 

fc) CosT OF PROJECTS.-Notwithstanding 
the cost variations authorized by section 
2853 of title 10, United States Code, and any 
other cost variations authorized by law, the 
limit established by section 601 fc) of the 
Military Construction Authorization Act, 
1 [)85, on the total cost of all projects carried 
out under section 101 of that Act is hereby 
increased by $82,500,000. 

(d) EFFECTIVE DATE.-This section shall 
take effect on October 1, 1985. 
SEC. H/3. MATERIAL AT NAVAL BASE, NORFOLK, VIR· 

GIN/A. 
The Secretary of the Navy may provide, 

without compensation, to the City of Nor
folk, Virginia, not more than 50,000 cubic 
yards of dredged material located at the 
Naval Base, Norfolk, Virginia, if such city 

agrees to bear all costs and liabilities associ
ated with loading, transporting, using, or 
otherwise handling such material. 
SEC. Rll. LAND CONVEYA .VCE TO TH!" l'.'li/TED 

STATES OLYMPIC COMMITTEE; COLO
RADO SPRINGS, COLORADO. 

fa) IN GENERAL.-Subject to subsections fbJ 
and fc), the Secretary of the Air Force fhere
ina.Jter in this section referred to as the 
"Secretary") is authorized to convey to the 
United States Olympic Committee, without 
monetary consideration, all right, title, and 
interest of the United States in and to the 
approximately 3.98 acres of land and im
provements near Colorado Springs, Colora
do, that are being leased to such Committee 
by the Secretary pursuant to section 806 of 
the Military Construction Authorization 
Act, 1980. 

fb) CoNDITIONS.-The conveyance described 
in subsection fa) shall be subject-

( 1J to the condition that the land and im
provements so conveyed shall be used by the 
United States Olympic Committee solely for 
facilities and activities of such Committee; 

f2J to the condition that if such land and 
improvements are not used for the purpose 
described in paragraph fi) , all right, title, 
and interest in and to them shall revert to 
the United States, which shall have the right 
of immediate entry thereon; and 

r 3) to such other conditions as the Secre
tary may prescribe to protect the interests of 
the United States. 

(c) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.-The exact de
scription of the land and improvements de
scribed in subsection fa) shall be determined 
by a survey approved by the Secretary. 
SEC. 815. ALTERATION IN TRAILER PARK EXPAN

SION, HANSCOM AIR FORCE BASE, MAS
SACHUSETTS. 

fa) IN GENERAL.-ln providing for the trail
er park at Hanscom Air Force Base, Massa
chusetts, and the expansion of such park as 
authorized by section 302 of the Military 
Construction Authorization Act, 1985, the 
Secretary of the Air Force may enter into an 
agreement with the Massachusetts Port Au
thority to terminate leasehold rights of the 
Department of the Air Force in exchange 
for-

(1) leasehold rights to other land held by 
such Authority; and 

f2) the construction, by such Authority or 
its designee, of roads, utilities, and trailer 
pads on such other land in accordance with 
specifications made by the Secretary. 

fb) LIMITATION.-The termination of the 
leasehold rights by the Secretary shall not 
become effective until the completion of the 
construction described in subsection fa)(2J. 
SEC. 816. AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER CERTA/.\ ' 

EXCESS PROPERTY W/THOL"T REl.tl
BURSEMENT. 

(a) TRANSFERS UNDER EXCESS PROPERTY 
PROVISIONS AUTHORIZED.-ln accordance 
with the provisions of section 202 of the Fed
eral Property and Administrative Services 
Act of 1949 f40 U.S.C. 483) governing trans
fers of excess property-

( 1J the Administrator of General Services 
is authorized to transfer the real property 
described in subsection fbJ of this section 
without reimbursement, if such property is 
transferred to the Secretary of the Army; and 

f2J the Administrator of General Services 
is authorized to transfer the real property 
described in subsection fc) of this section 
without reimbursement, if such property is 
transferred to the Secretary of State. 

fb) REAL PROPERTY LOCATED AT FORT 
McNAIR.-For purposes of subsection fa){ 1 J. 
the property described in this subsection i s a 
tract of land of approximately 10.5 acres. to-
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gether with improvements thereon, adjacent 
to Fort McNair in the District of Columbia. 

(C) REAL PROPERTY LOCATED AT ARLINGTON 
HALL STATION.-For purposes of subsection 
fa)(2), the property described in this subsec
tion is a tract of land of approximately 72 
acres, together with improvements thereon, 
known as Arlington Hall Station in Arling
ton County, Virginia. 
SEC. 817. LAND EXCHANGE, JACKSONVILLE, FLORIDA. 

fa) IN GENERAL.-Subject to subsections fb) 
through ff), the Secretary of the Navy fhere
ina.tter in this section referred to as the 
"Secretary") is authorized to convey to the 
NEW MET Company fhereina.tter in this 
section referred to as the "Company") all 
right, title, and interest of the United States 
in and to approximately 39.5 acres of unim
proved land comprising a portion of the 
Naval Station, Mayport, Florida, located ad
jacent to the Ribault Bay Village Navy hous
ing area. 

fbJ CoNSIDERATION.-ln consideration for 
the conveyance by the Secretary under sub
section fa), the Company shall convey to the 
United States a parcel of land consisting of 
approximately 31. 7 acres located in the vi
cinity of the Ribault Bay Village Navy hous
ing area. 

(c) OBLIGATIONS OF PARTIES.-The specific 
obligations of the Secretary and the Compa
ny are set forth in a memorandum of under
standing between the parties dated February 
19, 1985. 

fd) PAYMENT BY THE COMPANY.-// the fair 
market value of the land conveyed under 
subsection fa) exceeds the fair market value 
of the land conveyed under subsection fbJ, 
as determined by the Secretary, the Compa
ny shall pay the difference to the United 
States. 

feJ SuRVEY.-The exact acreages and legal 
descriptions of the lands to be conveyed 
under this section shall be determined by 
surveys which are satisfactory to the Secre
tary. The cost of any such survey shall be 
borne by the Company. 

(j) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.-The 
Secretary may require such additional terms 
and conditions in connection with the 
transaction authorized by this section as the 
Secretary considers appropriate to protect 
the interests of the United States. 
SEC. 818. CONVEYANCE OF LAND AT NAVAL WEAP

ONS STA TJON, CHARLESTON, SOUTH 
CAROLINA. 

fa) AUTHORITY TO CONVEY.-Subject to sub
sections fb) through fgJ, the Secretary of the 
Navy fhereina.tter in this section referred to 
as the "Secretary") is authorized to convey 
to the Westvaco Corporation fthe principal 
address and place of business of which is 
299 Park Avenue, New York, New York, and 
hereina.tter in this section referred to as the 
"Corporation") all right, title, and interest 
of the United States in and to approximate
ly 47.83 acres of improved land comprising 
that portion of the Navy Weapons Station, 
Charleston, South Carolina, located at Re
mount Road and Virginia Avenue, in the 
city of North Charleston. 

fbJ CoNSIDERATION.-ln consideration for 
the conveyance authorized by subsection 
fa), the Corporation shall pay all costs for 
construction and occupancy by the Navy of 
"in kind" facilities to replace those on the 
land to be conveyed. The replacement facili
ties shall be constructed by the Navy on the 
Naval Weapons Station described in subsec
tion fa) at a site to be determined by the 
Secretary. 

fc) OBLIGATIONS OF PARTIES.-The specific 
obligations of the Secretary and the Corpo· 
ration are set forth in a memorandum of un-

derstanding between the parties that became 
effective April 17, 1985. The Secretary is au
thorized to receive, obligate, and disburse 
funds received under subsection fbJ to cover 
design, construction, relocation, and related 
costs specified in the memorandum of un
derstanding. 

(d) VACATING PROPERTY.-Upon completion 
and occupancy of the replacement facilities 
by the Navy and payment of all costs by the 
Corporation, the Navy shall promptly 
vacate the property described in subsection 
fa) and convey it by quitclaim deed to the 
Corporation. 

fe) PAYMENT OF ANY EXCESS.-// the fair 
market value of the improved land conveyed 
under subsection fa) exceeds the consider
ation paid under subsection fbJ, as deter
mined by the Secretary, the Corporation 
shall pay the difference to the United States. 

(/)LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF LAND.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of any land 
conveyed under this section shall be deter
mined by a survey which is satisfactory to 
the Secretary. The cost of such survey shall 
be borne by the Corporation. 

(g) ADDITIONAL TERMS.-The Secretary may 
require such additional terms and condi
tions under this section as the Secretary 
considers appropriate to protect the interest 
of the United States. 
SEC. 819. TERMINATION DATE FOR CERTAIN AU· 

THOR/TY. 

Section 808 of the Military Construction 
Authorization Act, 1983, is amended by 
adding the following new subsection at the 
end thereof: 

"fd) The authority of the Secretary to 
carry out this section shall terminate on Oc
tober 1, 1990. ". 
SEC. 8ZO. TRANSFER OF CERTAIN LAND AT THE 

NAVAL AIR STATION, PENSACOLA, 
FLORIDA. 

fa) TRANSFER.-The Secretary of the Navy 
shall transfer, without reimbursement, to 
the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs ap
proximately 15.31 acres of real property, in
cluding improvements thereon, at the Naval 
Air Station, Pensacola, Florida. 

fbJ UsE OF LAND.-The real property trans
ferred pursuant to subsection fa) shall 
become part of the Barrancas National 
Cemetery and shall be administered by the 
Administrator of Veterans' Affairs under 
chapter 24 of title 38, United States Code. 

fc) CONDITION.-// the real property trans
ferred pursuant to subsection fa) is not used 
for the purpose described in subsection fbJ, 
the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs shall 
transfer such property, without reimburse
ment, to the Secretary of the Navy. 

(d) DESCRIPTION OF LAND.-The exact acre
age and location of the land and improve
ments described in subsection fa) shall be 
determined in a survey approved by the Sec
retary. 
SEC. 8ZI. A V/GATJON RIGHTS ON SANTA ROSA 

ISLAND, FLORIDA. 

The Act entitled "An Act to authorize the 
Secretary of the Army to sell and convey to 
Okaloosa County, State of Florida, all right, 
title, and interest in the United States in 
and to a portion of Santa Rosa Island, Flor
ida, and for other purposes", approved July 
2, 1948 f62 Stat. 1229J, is amended by adding 
at the end thereof the following new section: 

"SEC. 5. The prohibition contained in sub
division d. of the first section against the 
erection of any structure or obstacle on the 
land conveyed under this Act in excess of 
seventy-five feet above mean low-water level 
shall be deemed to be a prohibition against 
the erection of a structure or obstacle in 
excess of two hundred feet above mean low-

water level in the case of that portion of 
such land on Santa Rosa Island which is 
east of the Destin East Pass and known as 
Holiday Isle.". 
SEC RZ2. LA .VD CO.\Tf."YA .VCE. DA J'IS.JIO.\'THA .\ ' MR 

FORCJ-; BASE, Tl 'CSO.\'. AR/ZO.\'A. 

fa) CONGRESSIONAL FINDINGS.-The Con
gress finds that-

( 1J the highest and best use of the lands de
scribed or identified in subsection fbJ is 
public park and recreational use or public 
health use; 

f2J the city of Tucson, Arizona, has indi
cated a willingness to extend the existing 
lease to the United States Air Force of the 
lands described in subsection fcJ for an ad
ditional fifty years commencing in 2002 at 
the existing rental rate of $773 per year; 

f3J therefore, the Administrator of General 
Services should-

f A J assign to the Secretary of the Interior 
lands described in subsection fb)( 1J for use 
as a park or recreational area; and 

fB) assign to the Secretary of Health and 
Human Services lands identified pursuant 
to subsection fbH2J for public health use; 

f4J the Secretary of the Interior or the Sec
retaries of the Interior and Health and 
Human Services, as the case may be, should, 
simultaneously with the acceptance of the 
extension of the lease for the lands described 
in subsection fcJ, convey to the city of 
Tucson, Arizona-

f AJ the property described in subsection 
fb)(JJ for use as a park recreational area 
through a public benefit discount convey
ance under section 203fkH2J of the Federal 
Property and Administrative Services Act of 
1949 f40 U.S.C. 484fkJf2)), and 

fBJ such land as is identified in subsec
tion fb)(2J for public health use through a 
public benefit discount conveyance under 
section 203fkH1HBJ of such Act f40 U.S.C. 
484fkH1HBJJ. 

(b) DESCRIPTION OF LAND SUITABLE FOR 
PARK OR RECREATIONAL USE AND FOR PUBLIC 
HEALTH UsE.-flJ The property described in 
this paragraph is 61 acres of real property 
adjacent to Golf Links/Craycraft Intersec
tion, Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, 
Tucson, Arizona. 

f2J The property identified in this para
graph is such portion fnot exceeding eight 
acres) of the land described in paragraph fl J 
as the Secretary of Health and Human Serv
ices, with the concurrence of the Secretaries 
of the Interior and Defense, determines to be 
suitable for conveyance for public health 
use. 

(C) DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY SUBJECT TO 
LEASE.-The property described in this sub
section is 4,348.81 acres of real property 
owned by the city of Tucson, Arizona. at 
Davis-Monthan Air Force Base. 

(d) SURVEYS OF PROPERTY.-The exact acre
age and legal descriptions of the real proper
ty to be conveyed under this section shall be 
determined by surveys that are satisfactory 
to the Secretary of the Interior, or the Secre
taries of the Interior and Health and 
Human Services, as the case may be. The 
cost of such surveys shall be borne by the 
city of Tucson, Arizona. 
SEC. HZJ. ARCH/Tt"C'Tl'RA/, A.\'/J f;.W;J.\ 'EER/.\·t; .'\f.'Rl'

/('f,'S RELA TEIJ TO CO.\'STR('('TJ().\' OF 
.\'ATIO.\'AL <;C'AR/J AR.tlORJf;S. 

(a) CONTRIBUTIONS TO STATES.-Subsection 
feJ of section 2233 of title 10. United Stales 
Code, is amended lo read as follows: 

"feJ The Secretary of Defense may procure. 
or contribute to any State such amounts as 
the Secretary detennines to be necessary lo 
procure. architectural and engineering sen·-
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ices and construction designs in connection 
with facilities to be established or developed 
under this chapter which are not otherwise 
authorized by law. ". 

fb) AMOUNT OF CONTRIBUTION.-Subsection 
fb) of section 2236 of such title is amended 
to read as follows: 

"fb) A contribution made for an armory 
under section 2233fa) f4) or f5) of this title 
may not exceed the sum of-

"f JJ 100 percent of the cost of architectur
al, engineering and design services finclud
ing advance architectural, engineering and 
design services under section 2233fe) of this 
title); and 

"(2) a percentage of the cost of construc
tion fexclusive of the cost of architectural, 
engineering and design services) calculated 
so that upon completion of construction the 
total contribution (including the contribu
tion for architectural, engineering and 
design services) equals 75 percent of the 
total cost of construction (including the cost 
of architectural, engineering and design 
services). 
For the purpose of computing the cost of 
construction under this subsection, the 
amount contributed by the State or Terri
tory, Puerto Rico, or the District of Colum
bia, whichever is concerned, may not in
clude the cost or market value of any real 
property that it has contributed. ". 

(c) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendments 
made by this section shall take effect on Oc
tober 1, 1985. 
SEC. 824. FURNISHING OF BEDDING FOR 

HOMELESS. 
Section 2546 of title 10, United States 

Code, is amended-
f JJ by redesignating subsection fd) as sub

section fe); and 
f2) by inserting after subsection fc) the fol

lowing new subsection fdJ: 
"fd) The Secretary concerned may provide 

bedding for support of shelters for the home
less that are operated by entities other than 
the Department of Defense. Bedding may be 
provided under this subsection without re
imbursement, but may only be provided to 
the extent that the Secretary determines that 
the provision of such bedding will not inter
fere with military requirements.". 
SEC. 825. LIM/TA TJON ON A lJTHORIZA TIONS OF AP

PROPRIATIONS. 
Notwithstanding any other provision of 

this Act, the maximum amount authorized 
to be appropriated by this Act is 
$9,200,000,000. 
SEC. 826. AVAILABILITY OF APPROPRIATIONS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.-Section 2860 of title 10, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 
"§ 2860. A vailabi/itg of appropriations 

"Funds appropriated to a military depart
ment or defense agency for a fiscal year for 
military construction or military family 
housing purposes may remain available 
beyond such fiscal year to the extent provid
ed in appropriation Acts.". 

fb) EFFECTIVE DATE.-The amendment 
made by subsection faJ shall apply to funds 
appropriated after the date of the enactment 
of Public Law 99-103. 
SEC H27. OPP-POST RE.\'TAL HOl'S/,\'G Ll:•ASE / ,\ 'DEM

NITY PILOT PROGRA.IJI. 
fa) ESTABLISHMENT OF PROGRAM BY SECRE

TARY OF DEFENSE.-flJ The Secretary of De
fense shall establish a pilot program to test 
the feasibility of implementing a program 
under which each Secretary of a military de
partment may guarantee compensation of 
any person who leases a rental unit to any 
member of the armed forces under the juris-

diction of the Secretary for any breach of the 
lease or any damage to the rental unit by the 
member. 

f2) The program referred to in paragraph 
r 1J shall be established before the expiration 
of the 90-day period following the date of the 
enactment of this Act, but not before Octo
ber 1, 1985. 

(b) ACTIONS BY SECRETARIES OF MILITARY 
DEPARTMENTS.-flJ In accordance with 
action taken by the Secretary of Defense 
under subsection fa), each Secretary of a 
military department shall designate one 
military installation in the United States 
that is under the jurisdiction of such Secre
tary to participate in the program estab
lished under subsection fa). 

f2) For purposes of carrying out this sec
tion, any Secretary of a military depart
ment, to the extent approved in advance in 
appropriation Acts, may enter into an 
agreement with any person who leases a 
rental unit to any member of the armed 
forces who is under the jurisdiction of the 
Secretary. Any agreement under this para
graph shall provide that-

f AJ the term of the agreement shall not be 
for more than one year; 

fBJ the member shall not pay a security 
deposit,· 

fC) the Secretary (except as provided in 
subparagraphs fD) and fE)J shall compen
sate the lessor for any breach of the lease by 
the member and for any damage to the 
rental unit caused by the member or by any 
guest or dependent of the member; 

fDJ the total liability of the Secretary for 
any breach of the lease or for any damage 
described in subparagraph fCJ shall not 
exceed an amount equal to the amount that 
the Secretary determines would have been 
required by the lessor as a security deposit 
absent the agreement authorized in this 
paragraph; 

f E) the Secretary shall not compensate the 
lessor for any breach of the lease or for any 
damage described in subparagraph fCJ until 
the lessor exhausts any remedies available to 
the lessor against the member for the breach 
or damage; and 

r FJ the Secretary shall be subrogated to the 
rights of the lessor in any case in which the 
Secretary compensates the lessor for any 
breach of the lease or for any damage de
scribed in subparagraph fCJ. 

f3) Any authority of a Secretary of a mili
tary department under this subsection shall 
be exercised pursuant to regulations issued 
by the Secretary of Defense. 

(C) GARNISHMENT OF PAY OF MEMBER OF 
ARMED FoRcEs.-Any Secretary who compen
sates any lessor under subsection fbJ for any 
damage to a rental unit or any breach of a 
lease by a member of the armed forces may 
issue a special order under section 1007 of 
title 37, United States Code, to authorize the 
withholding from the pay of the member of 
an amount equal to the amount paid by the 
Secretary to the lessor as compensation for 
the breach or damage. 

fd) REPORT REQUIREMENT.-flJ The Secre
tary of Defense shall submit to the Congress 
a report concerning the pilot program estab
lishing under subsection fa), including-

fAJ findings and conclusions of the Secre
tary with respect to the pilot program; and 

r BJ recommendations as to the feasibility 
of implementing a program similar to the 
pilot program on all military installations. 

f2) The report referred to in paragraph flJ 
shall be submitted before the expiration of 
the 18-month period following the date of 
the establishment of the pilot program under 
subsection fa). 

fe) TERMINATION OF AUTHORJTY.-The au
thority of any Secretary of a military de
partment to enter into any contract under 
subsection fbJ shall terminate upon the expi
ration of the 18-month period following the 
date of the establishment of the pilot pro
gram under subsection fa). 

ffJ DEFINITIONs.-For purposes of this sec
tion: 

flJ The term "armed forces" has the mean
ing given such term in section 101f4J of title 
10, United States Code. 

f2J The term "military department" has 
the meaning given such term in section 
101f7) of title 10, United States Code. 
SEC. 828. CONVEYANCE OF LAND AT FORT WILLIAM 

H. HARRISON, MONTANA. 

fa) IN GENERAL.-Subject to subsection fb), 
the Secretary of the Army (hereinafter in 
this section referred to as the "Secretary") is 
authorized to convey, without monetary 
consideration, to the State of Montana all 
right, title, and interest of the United States 
in and to approximately 65.4 acres of unim
proved land located in the southeast corner 
of Fort William H. Harrison, Montana, and 
presently under license to the State of Mon
tana for National Guard use. 

fb) CoNDITIONs.-flJ The conveyance au
thorized by subsection faJ shall be subject to 
the condition that the real property con
veyed be used to establish a Montana State 
Veterans' Cemetery. 

f2) If the property conveyed pursuant to 
subsection fa) is not used for the purposes 
described in paragraph flJ, all right, title, 
and interest in and to such property shall 
revert at no cost to the United States, which 
shall have the right of immediate entry 
thereon. 

f3J The Secretary shall reserve to the 
United States a waterline easement for use 
by the Veterans' Administration Hospital. 

fc) LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF LAND.-The exact 
acreage and legal description of the property 
to be conveyed under subsection faJ and of 
the easement to be reserved under subsection 
fb)(3J shall be determined by surveys that 
are satisfactory to the Secretary. The cost of 
any such survey shall be borne by the State. 

(d) ADDITIONAL TERMS AND CONDITIONS.
The Secretary may require such other terms 
and conditions with respect to the convey
ance as the Secretary considers appropriate 
to protect the interests of the United States. 
SEC. 829. FAMILY HOlJSJNG IMPROVEMENTS AT FORT 

MONMOlJTH, NEW JERSEY. 

The Secretary of the Army may, notwith
standing the maximum amount per unit for 
an improvement project under section 
2825fb) of title 10, United States Code, carry 
out a project to improve 366 existing mili
tary family housing units at Fort Mon
mouth, New Jersey, in the amount of 
$14,800,000. These housing units include 135 
housing units authorized by section 101 of 
this Act and 231 housing units authorized in 
section 101 of the Military Construction Au
thorization Act, 1985. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The Senate bill was ordered to be 

read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

A similar House bill <H.R. 1409) was 
laid on the table. 

APPOINTMENT OF CONFEREES ON S . 1042 

Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Speaker, pursu
ant to the provisions of House Resolu
tion 196, I move that the House insist 
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on its amendment to the Senate bill, 
S. 1042, to authorize certain construc
tion at military installations for fiscal 
year 1986, and for other purposes, and 
request a conference with the Senate 
thereon. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair, without objection, appoints the 
following conferees: Messrs. AsPIN, 
DELLUMS, MONTGOMERY, HUTTO, LEATH 
of Texas, DICKINSON, WHITEHURST, 
and KRAMER. 

There was no objection. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re
marks on the bill just passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

AUTHORIZING CLERK TO MAKE 
CORRECTIONS IN ENGROSS
MENT OF HOUSE AMENDMENT 
TO S. 1042, MILITARY CON
STRUCTION AUTHORIZATION 
ACT, 1986 
Mr. DELLUMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that in the en
grossment of the House amendment to 
the Senate bill, S. 1042, the Clerk be 
authorized to make such technical and 
conforming changes, including section 
numbers, punctuation, and cross-ref er
ences, as may be necessary to reflect 
the actions of the House in amending 
the Senate bill, S. 1042. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from California? 

There was no objection. 

LEGISLATION REQUIRING 
DEATH PENALTY FOR HIJACK 
MURDERERS 
<Mr. MOORE asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks.> 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, the un
fortunate hijacking recently which re
sulted in the death of Leon Kling
hoff er gave us an example of a loop
hole that exists in our current law. 
Only last year this Congress passed a 
law making it a crime for a terrorist to 
strike against the United States or 
Americans anywhere in the world, to 
make that a Federal crime. That is the 
first time that ever happened; howev
er, the harshest sentence we can mete 
out to such a terrorist is life imprison
ment. I think the murder of Leon 
Klinghoff er has pointed out that that 
is not strong enough or good enough. 
We currently have a death penalty for 
someone who commits a killing during 

an aircraft hijacking, but that is not 
the case in these other forms of ter
rorism. There should be no difference. 

Therefore, a terrorist who kills an 
American in a case like this in terror
ism should be given the same kind of 
sentence as one who does it in an air
craft hijacking. 

We need to close this loophole in the 
law. Today I have introduced legisla
tion that will authorize capital of
fense, or the death penalty, for 
anyone who commits murder during 
an act of terrorism against U.S. citi
zens anywhere in the world. 

I urge my colleagues to join with me 
to correct this loophole in the law and 
to mete out a proper sentence for 
people like these terrorists who struck 
against Mr. Klinghoffer recently. 

EXTENDED VOLUNTARY 
DEPARTURE 

<Mr. MOAKLEY asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks and include extraneous 
matter.) 

Mr. MOAKLEY. Mr. Speaker, it has 
been 7 long years since the civil war in 
El Salvador erupted. The war has 
claimed thousands of innocent lives 
and has devastated this tiny country
which is about the size of my home 
State of Massachusetts. 

Today, the violence, the indiscrimi
nate killings, and the terror continue. 

President Duarte, convinced that 
the current climate in El Salvador is 
unsafe, recently sent his family mem
bers to the United States to wait out 
the storm. In a sense, President 
Duarte is affording his family mem
bers a sort of extended voluntary de
parture status. 

Mr. Speaker, the understandable an
guish and fear that President Duarte 
has over the safety of his family 
should also be extended to the thou
sands of refugees who have fled El 
Salvador in search of a temporary safe 
haven. 

For this reason, I have sent Presi
dent Reagan a letter today urging that 
he reconsider his stand against grant
ing Salvadoran refugees extended vol
untary departure. The general condi
tions of violence and civil unrest in El 
Salvador are a clear justification for 
Salvadorans to be afforded this tempo
rary status. 

In the meantime, I urge my col
leagues in the House to support my 
legislation, H.R. 822, which would 
grant Salvadorans now in the United 
States a temporary stay of deporta
tion. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to submit 
to the RECORD a copy of my letter to 
President Reagan as well as two excel
lent articles describing the current sit
uation in El Salvador: 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC. October 15, 1985. 

The PRESIDENT, 
The White House, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. PRESIDENT: I share your con
cerns over the future of El Salvador and 
pray that a peaceful resolution to the cur
rent conflict can soon be reached. 

However. the violence and civil unrest 
which has plagued El Salvador since 1979 
continues to be a fact of life in that tiny 
country. In fact, as the Roman Catholic 
Archbishop of San Salvador, Arturo Rivera 
y Damas, has said, "Many are feeling the 
sensation that they are returning to the 
worst years of social intranquillity."' 

Two recent reports published by the 
Americas Watch Committee and Amnesty 
International document a recent resurgence 
of death squad activity in El Salvador. nu
merous civilian casualties as a result of the 
indiscriminate nature of aerial bombard
ments and an increase in civilian deaths due 
to the harsh tactics of the Salvadoran guer
rillas. In short, El Salvador is a country still 
very much in turmoil. 

The recent decision by President Jose Na
poleon Duarte to send his family members 
to the United States to wait out the storm. 
dramatizes the fear that so many Salvador
an refugees who have fled their country 
must feel. We can all understand President 
Duarte's anguish in sending his family to 
the United States for temporary safety. 
However, I believe we should also recognize 
that the Salvadoran refugees who are now 
in the United States have the same con
cerns. 

Therefore, I respectfully urge you to re
consider your stated position against grant
ing Salvadoran refugees extended voluntary 
departure. Granting Salvadorans temporary 
safety from the current violence in their 
homeland would be a great humanitarian 
gesture, and could very well result in the 
saving of many innocent lives. 

Sincerely, 
JOHN JOSEPH MOAKLEY, 

Member of Congress. 

[From the New York Times, Oct. 14. 1985) 

A YEAR AFTER TALKS, SALVADOR PEACE 
RECEDES 

<By James LeMoyne> 
SAN SALVADOR, October 13.-A year ago, 

Salvadoran leftist guerrillas and President 
Jose Napoleon Duarte met for the first time 
in the mountain village of La Palma and 
raised the hopes of their countrymen that 
peace might come after five years of civil 
war. 

Those hopes may have been impossibly 
high, but their loss today is palpable and 
has even reached into Mr. Durate's home. 
The President. who walked unarmed into 
the heart of a war zone to meet the guerril
las. is now imploring them to release his kid
napped daughter. 

Conversations with dozens of Salvadorans 
from all classes of society give the strong 
impression that exhaustion is gaining hold 
in a country that has joined Northern Ire
land and Lebanon as a land in which vio
lence is normal. Resignation. cynicism and a 
simple hunger to survive have replaced the 
fragile faith that many placed in Mr. 
Duarte and the rebels' promise to try to 
stop fighting 12 months ago. 

In a grim sermon last Sunday. the Roman 
Catholic Archbishop of San Salrndor. 
Arturo Rivera y Damas. said. " Many are 
feeling the sensation that they an' return -
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ing to the worst years of social intranquil
lity." 

"What one sees most of all," said an elder
ly Catholic priest who often works with ref
ugees here. "is the suffering of the common 
people. They don't see an exit. There isn't 
an exit." 

In two meetings last October and Novem
ber, the Government and rebels failed to 
narrow the differences between their sepa
rate visions of El Salvador's future. 

The Government insists the rebels give up 
their guns and stand in elections. The rebels 
insist on being given a share of power first. 
Each side accuses the other of demanding 
total surrender and each has returned to 
the battlefields with a vengeance. 

Someone is killed for political reasons vir
tually every day somewhere in this small, 
overcrowded country. Rebel sabotage fre
quently knocks out electricity and there is 
seldom an evening when gunfire or an ex
ploding bomb does not echo in some part of 
the capital. 

At least 4,000 soldiers, guerrillas and civil
ians are estimated to have been killed or 
wounded in the year since La Palma. At 
least 40 soldiers and 10 guerrillas died in a 
single rebel attack four days ago. It is diffi
cult to meet a Salvadoran who has not lost a 
friend or relative in the years of fighting. 

A new development in a war that has been 
noted for its inhumanity has been a sharp 
increase in human rights abuses by the 
rebels of the Farabundo Marti Natioroal Lib
eration Front. In a newly declared "war of 
attrition" the guerrillas have carried out in
discriminate mining of roads, two attacks in 
which 27 unarmed people were killed, the 
kidnapping of 23 mayors, and several shoot
ings of civilians who refused to accept the 
rebels' demand that all highway traffic 
cease. 

In the last week the guerrillas machine
gunned a pickup truck, killing four civilians. 
A young boy died when he stepped on a 
rebel mine. 

300,000 ARE REFUGEES 
Right-wing death squad killings have 

fallen dramatically, but they are more fre
quent than the Government cares to admit. 
A teen-ager was found beheaded last week, a 
university lecturer was shot dead and three 
other men were found tied and shot 
through the head. 

Government security forces have largely 
stopped killing prisoners, but the police 
arrest hundreds of suspects each month and 
detainees frequently say they are beaten or 
threatened with death. More than 300,000 
Salvadorans are refugees from the war. 
Army troops have forced hundreds of rebel 
supporters to leave their homes, burning 
their fields and ordering them to enter refu
gee camps. 

There are other markers to measure the 
emotional and political distance the country 
has slid from the giddy heights of last year's 
talks. According to one of Mr. Duarte's clos
est aides, Julio Adolfo Rey Prendes, the 
rebels' decision to kidnap Mr. Duarte's 
daughter a month ago has "changed the 
rules of the game" by making targets of 
family members of political leaders. He said 
the action has set back the possibility of 
peace. "We have regressed rather than ad
vanced in the question of humanizing the 
conflict," Mr. Rey Prendes said. 

Nidia Diaz, one of the rebel commanders 
who sat down with Mr. Duarte at the La 
Palma bargaining table, is recovering in a 
police cell, shot five times by an army heli
copter gunship that ambushed a guerrilla 
patrol. Her diary recording each side's state-

ments at La Palma was shot through by ma
chine-gun bullets. 

DEADLOCK SEEN DEVELOPING 
Though they will not say it on the record, 

American diplomats privately concede that 
a deadlock is developing. The Government, 
they say, can contain the rebels but not 
defeat them. And though the guerrillas 
have never had, and probably will never 
gain, the support of the majority of the 
population, they appear capable of carrying 
out sabotage, assassinations, kidnappings 
and ambushings indefinitely. 

"Things have gotten worse because they 
have not gotten better," a foreign diplomat 
here said, noting a hardening in the guerril
las' position. "I was very optimistic a year 
ago. I'm not now." 

The handful of Social Democrats who 
make up the democratic wing of the largely 
Marxist rebel movement have never looked 
weaker or appeared to have a smaller say in 
guerrilla actions than today. Guillermo 
Ungo, head of the small band of political 
representatives in the Democratic Revolu
tionary Front, who attended La Palma and 
called it the "first step of a positive dia
logue," now warns of more war to come. 
"The Reagan administration no longer talks 
of a quick victory in El Salvador," he said in 
a recent interview. 

Mr. Duarte has also moved closer to Gov
ernment army commanders. He frequently 
lauds the army's performance in the field, 
and has made a special point of wooing 
army support as he moves into his second 
year of war as leader of the country. 

The senior guerrilla military commander, 
Joaquin Villalobos, emphasized the guerril
las' new determination when he invited re
porters to his mountain headquarters four 
months ago. The rebels, he said, will never 
lay down their arms until the United States 
withdraws its assistance from El Salvador. 

DUARTE "THE MAIN ENEMY" 
The guerrillas' verbal attacks on Mr. 

Duarte and his Christian Democratic Party 
reflect the tougher line. 

"Napoleon Duarte is not a simple execu
tioner like Roberto d' Aubuisson," the rebel 
radio, Venceremos, said last week. "He is the 
main enemy, the Christian Democratic 
Party is the main enemy, the criminal of 
today only with a new style." Mr. d'Aubuis
son is a right-wing political leader who has 
frequently been accused of leading death 
squads. 

Guerrilla commanders say their strategy 
is to wear the Government down and force 
it to make concessions. 

The continuing war reflects the militarism 
and sectarianism that have characterized 
Salvadoran politics and society for a centu
ry. 

But as the country's head of state, Mr. 
Duarte is stuck with the burden of office 
and he risks being blamed for a conflict that 
continues to defy political solutions. This 
week El Salvador will begin its seventh year 
at war. 

[From the Washington Post, Oct. 15, 19851 
DUARTE SENDS THREATENED FAMILY MEMBERS 

TOU.S. 
<By Edward Cody} 

SAN SALVADOR, October 14.-President Jose 
Napoleon Duarte, reacting to threats of 
more kidnapings against his family, sent 
three daughters and their children to the 
United States today aboard a U.S. Air Force 
jet. 

The Salvadoran leader, whose daughter 
Ines was abducted by gunmen Sept. 10, said 

an unknown caller has telephoned several 
times since then claiming to have plans to 
kidnap more members of his family. As a 
result, they have been living "penned up" 
for security, he added. One bodyguard was 
killed and an other wounded in the kidnap
ing of Ines. 

"Even this morning there was a car fol
lowing up on my daughter, and we had to 
take special precautions," Duarte said after 
seeing his children depart on the white-and 
gray DC9 from the capital's Ilopongo mili
tary airport. 

The president's decision to send threat
ened relatives to the United States was in
terpreted as a measure of concern here over 
the possibility of more attacks on Salvador
an or U.S. officials and their families by 
urban commandos working with the leftist 
rebels' Farabundo Marti National Libera
tion Front. 

Although only a precaution, it amounted 
to indirect recognition that the threat is 
considered serious enough that already 
tight security measures surrounding Duarte 
and his family are seen as insufficient. 

The rebel front, known by its Spanish ini
tials as the FMLN, has not officially ac
knowledged kidnaping Duarte's daughter 
and has made no public threats against his 
other children. But Information and Cul
ture Minister Julio Rey Prendes has said re
peatedly that the rebels are holding the 
daughter and that the government is deal
ing with FMLN officials in two-way radio 
contacts designed to gain her freedom in ex
change for captured rebel leaders. 

U.S. soldiers also have been threatened 
with capture or assassination by the rebels' 
official Radio Venceremos, leading to what 
one diplomat described as sharply increased 
worry among U.S. personnel stationed here. 

Four U.S. marines who were embassy 
guards and two other Americans were killed 
at a sidewalk cafe June 19 in assassinations 
later acknowledged by the FMLN. More re
cently, the front said in a communique that 
the main objective of its attack last Thurs
day on the Salvadoran Army's main training 
base was killing or capturing U.S. military 
advisers stationed there. 

U.S. Ambassador Edwin Corr, who accom
panied Duarte at the airport, said no Ameri
can diplomats, military advisers or their 
families have left the country. 

Duarte has four daughters, the kidnaped 
Ines Guadalupe Duarte de Duran, 35, and 
the three who left today with their chil
dren. He also has two sons. One of them, 
Alejandro, also accompanied the president 
as he saw off his daughters and grandchil
dren. "The men of the family and my wife 
are remaining here," he said. 

CEl Salvador's ambassador in Washington, 
Pablo Alberge, said he was expecting 
Duarte's daughters, Maria Elena and 
Lorena, and Lorena's husband and child in 
Washington. He said the four would stay 
with him indefinitely at the embassy resi
dence. One of Duarte's sons, Napoleon, a 
World Bank employe, already lives in Vir
ginia. 

CAlberge also said Alejandro Duarte's wife 
and three children were flown to Miami and 
would remain there, while the other daugh
ter of Duarte, Maria Eugenia, was flown to 
Atlanta with her husband and one child.] 

Corr said the plane was a scheduled gov
ernment flight from U.S. Southern Com
mand headquarters in Panama bound for 
Washington with possible stops on the way. 

Duarte emphasized that he continues to 
act as president and that the government 
continues to function. This was seen as a re-



October 16, 1985 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 27631 
sponse to reports that some military officers 
have expressed fears that the government, 
by negotiating with the kidnapers and seem
ing willing to bow to their demands for re
leasing prisoners. would appear weak and 
give the rebels the status of a legitimate bel
ligerent in the war. 

The president's decision came one year 
after his first meeting with rebel officials at 
the mountain town of La Palma for what 
was intended to be the beginning of a dia
logue aimed at ending El Salvador's five
year-old civil war. 

"The guerrillas have forgotten the spirit 
of La Palma," he declared. 

GROUNDBREAKING CEREMONY 
FOR THE U.S. HOLOCAUST ME
MORIAL MUSEUM 
<Mr. LANTOS asked and was given 

permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his 
remarks and include extraneous 
matter.) 

Mr. LANTOS. Mr. Speaker, this 
morning in the company of distin
guished colleagues from the House, 
Senate, the President's Cabinet, and 
ambassadors of many countries, I had 
the moving privilege of participating 
in the groundbreaking ceremonies for 
the Holocaust Memorial Museum. 

It is my intent ion, when the proceed
ings of this whole event are available, 
to place them in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD in their entirety. 

This morning I wish to share with 
my colleagues the words of the wit
ness, victim, chronicler, and conscience 
of the Holocaust-Elie Wiesel-who 
lifted the occasion to its appropriate 
historical height: 

In this place, dedicated to the noble and 
urgent cause of remembrance. we pledge to 
tell as much as possible, as truthfully as 
possible, what Nazi Germany and its accom
plices did to six million Jews and to the 
other millions of victims of Nazi atrocities. 

We realize that the full story of that 
crime, and the resistance to that crime. can 
never be told. Yet we know that we must 
try. 

We shall tell the tale, not to divide people, 
but on the contrary to bring them closer to
gether. We shall evoke past suffering, not to 
inflict more suffering, but, on the contrary, 
to diminish it. We shall remind of what took 
place in Auschwitz and Treblinka, sites of 
ultimate degradation and humiliation, not 
to humiliate anyone, but. on the contrary, 
to teach future generations, and our own, to 
humiliate no one. 

In this place we shall try to bear witness 
for the dead and the living. 

The text of Elie Wiesel's moving 
speech follows: 

ADDRESS BY ELIE WIESEL 
Secretary Hodel, Ambassador Rosenne, 

Distinguished Members of the Senate and 
House, your Excellencies. Mark Talisman. 
Linda Chavez, and friends. 

Today, as we begin to lend a physical di
mension to our relentless quest to remem
brance, it is fitting to express our profound 
gratitude to Congress and to the people of 
the United States for the help and encour
agement they have offered us in carrying 
out our historical mandate. 

Outside of Israel, ours is the only nation 
in the world that has made a commitment 
to establish such a national museum. 

The help we have received has always 
been bipartisan in both Houses of Congress 
now and since years ago when, at the initia
tive of Jimmy Carter. we began this historic 
project. The administration-irrespective of 
its political party-has never refused to 
assist us in our various efforts. The Secre
tary of the Interior, the Secretary of the 
Army. the Secretary of State and their re
spective staffs have given us their indispens
ble support. The general public has respond
ed to our appeals with the characteristic 
generosity of the American people. As for 
the President of the United States, not only 
has he often participated in our Reme
brance Ceremonies, but he has also gra
ciously accepted to serve as Honorary Chair
man of our Campaign to Remember. On 
behalf of the United States Holocaust Me
morial Council, its advisers and staff, I 
thank them, and I thank you-from the 
depths of my heart. 

Now it is up to us to continue. If we fulfill 
our mission, future generations will benefit 
from it. But the task is neither simple nor 
easy. The story we must tell cannot be 
told-not in its entirety. In our case, the 
sum of the fragments does not convey the 
full message. Words, images, memories. 
prayers, fears, agonies: How does one com
municate the burning of a ghetto? Or the 
arrival of a convoy at Birkenau at midnight? 
Or the daily massacre of ten thousand men, 
women, and children, some buried alive, at 
Babi Yar? Woe unto us, for the killer's 
imagination surpassed that of his victims. 
Furthermore, by pushing the crime to its ul
timate limits he deprived us of the language 
to speak of his crime. 

What, then, do we wish the future visitor 
to remember, to learn? The fragility of the 
human condition? The vulnerability of cul
ture and education? The monstrous powers 
of political fanaticism? The dangers inher
ent in indifference? The fact that it was pos
sible for an evil regime to consider cynically, 
calmly, scientifically, the annihilation of an 
entire people and be persuaded of its right 
and obligation to do so? All this is part of 
t he tale-and more, much more. 

Some lessons may have an immediate and 
urgent effect. Terror must be fought wher
ever it is aimed against innocent civilians. 
Individual terror that cost the life of an old 
Jewish invalid is today as abhorrent as state 
terror was when, from Hitler's Berlin, it 
dominated part of Europe from 1933 to 
1945. 

Terror must be outlawed as must geno
cide. We cannot leave this place today with
out appealing once more to the United 
States Senate to ratify the Genocide Treaty 
introduced by CHRIS DODD. I am not sure 
whether such treaties will prevent mass 
murder, but the absence of such treaties 
may give the enemy of humankind the 
wrong signal. Would a Genocide Treaty 
have prevented the murder of the Jews by 
the Nazis? I doubt it. But its absence gave 
the enemy of humankind the wrong signal. 

In killing Jews the killer has killed more 
than Jews. This tragedy has affected more 
than its Jewish victims. Whoever kills Jews 
ends up killing other minorities. other ad
versaries, other religious groups, other na
tionalities. 

In occupied Europe, the Nazis and their 
local accomplices. oppressed, tormented, 
persecuted, imprisoned and executed 
French heroes of the resistance. Yugoslav 
and Greek and Russian partisans. Ukrainian 

peasants. Bulgarian and Polish patriots. 
Dutch workers, Belgian students. Norwegian 
intellectuals. Danish policemen, German 
and Austrian anti-Nazi militants. Italian 
anti-Fascists. Czechoslovakian freedom 
fighters. Lidice and Oradour are but ex
treme examples of what SS rulers intended 
to do-and often did-throughout their uni
verse in order to crush those who refused to 
submit to their terror. And they eliminated 
Gypsies, homosexuals, the mentally retard
ed, the mentally sick. Using death as an in
strument. they sought to rearrange the uni
verse so as to give violence and injustice the 
attributes of divinity. 

But their main effort was directed against 
the Jewish people. "Who remembers the Ar
menians?" Hitler asked with disdain. Who 
will remember the Jews? 

In a perverse way, he was right. No one 
cared about the Jews. They were aban
doned. The world knew and kept silent. 
Hitler knew that the world knew-and thus 
felt reassured in his belief that he was doing 
humankind a favor by cleansing it of its 
Jewish elements. And so more ghettos were 
erected and emptied, more communities up
rooted and massacred. How are we to re
member them? If we could inscribe their 
names on stone. the monument would be 
larger than this entire city. What other way 
is there for us to turn past experiences into 
acts of remembrance? What should we em
phasize first? The helplessness of the 
victim? The inexorable urge of the killer to 
destroy? The children, frightened children, 
marching quietly in procession toward the 
flames? The old men and women chased 
toward mass graves? In those times we were 
a people without children. and children 
without grandparents. We have seen them 
vanish into darkness and ascend an invisible 
ladder of fire reaching the sky. 

One enters those memories with fear and 
trembling; for one's sanity is endangered. 
But we must enter them. We open them as 
one opens gates to secret kingdoms. Come 
and see. Come and learn. Learn what 
human beings can do to other human 
beings. Learn the limits of humanity. Learn, 
and hope is possible-forget. and despair is 
inevitable. 

This Museum is not intended to awaken 
hatred nor to separate people-quite the op
posite: it is meant to bring people closer to
gether. Faced with our memories. the visitor 
will have no choice but to become more sen
sitive to his or her fellow being's anguish. 

One day a child will stop here and ask his 
father: what is this building about? They 
will go inside. After a while the child will 
ask his father: is all this true? have so many 
killers really killed so many victims in so 
many cruel ways? Yes-will say the father. 
In those times the angel of death had many 
faces and many allies. But, why? the child 
will ask. Why have all those victims per
ished? 

Why has the catastrophe occurred? I 
wonder what the father's answer will be. 

I know what mine is: I do not know. I do 
not know why the Holocaust happened. I 
will never know: no one ever will. 

Why Theresienstadt? Why Ravensbruck? 
Why Belzec? Why Treblinka? Why Ausch
witz? 

Why the indifference of allied leaders? 
Why the silence our common enemies? Why 
the abandonment of the Jews? 

In this Museum we shall try to tell the 
story. We shall try to recall what hap
pened-to whom-by whom-and how it 
happened. But not why it happened. God 
alone may have some answers-and, in the 
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case of one million Jewish children con
sumed by flames-all answers are the wrong 
answers. 

The killer killed them once-and there is 
nothing on earth that we can do about it. 
But, if they are forgotten, they will be killed 
a second time-and this we can-and must
prevent. 

A great Hasidic Master once said, " if you 
wish to find the spark, look for it in the 
ashes." 

GOOD NEWS ABOUT SMALL 
BUSINESS IN AMERICA 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 
VALENTINE). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Flori
da [Mr. IRELAND] is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. IRELAND. Mr. Speaker, we 
hear a lot these days about the plight 
of business in America. People every
where are talking about trade deficits 
and the threat of imports to our do
mestic manufacturing base. But we 
need to take a few moments and look 
beyond this smokescreen of bad news. 

There is an incredible new spirit of 
personal initiative rising in this coun
try-and the credit belongs to individ
ual Americans across the Nation. We, 
as a country, enjoy a unique place in 
history-our energy comes from one of 
our most abundant resources-the 
hearts and minds of the American 
people. 

This Nation has no mission of medi
ocrity-we were never meant to be 
second best. It is this bold spirit-one 
of pride, confidence, and courage
that continues to allow us to achieve 
our dreams. 

Let's talk a moment about small 
business in America. 

Small business is the backbone of 
Main Street America. American entre
preneurs continue to be the frontrun
ners in innovation, research, and de
velopment. And they create jobs. 

As a member of the Small Business 
Committee, I take a very personal in
terest in the continued success of 
small business; and I am always en
couraged when I hear new success sto
ries-high startup rates, rising sales, 
and increased innovation. 

The Census Bureau gave us more 
good news last week-the number of 
black-owned firms in this country rose 
substantially from 1977 to 1982. It is 
estimated that there could be more 
than 434,000 black-owned businesses 
by yearend. 

Black entrepreneurs are discovering 
new opportunities at every turn, they 
are reaching out in new directions, es
pecially high technological and service 
industries. And the vast majority of 
these black businesses are sole propri
etorships where families are working 
together to succeed. This is indeed 
good news for America. 

The story, however, is more than 
just plain stat istics. 

According to the Census Bureau, 
much of the recent growth among 
black-owned businesses is attributed to 
the economic recession of the 1970's. 
As many individuals were laid off, 
these same people went into business 
on their own. Now, while a recession is 
never good news, there is a point here 
worth recognizing. We as Americans, 
have the ability-when the going gets 
rough-to dig deep down inside that 
strong will and creative spirit which 
helped build this great Nation. And we 
are success! ul. 

We lead the world in innovations. Do 
you realize that from 1980 to 1983, 
Americans received a total of 68 per
cent of the Nobel Prize awards for sci
ence? In 1983, we actually took them 
all. Not a bad track record. 

Yes, business is booming in America. 
The youth of today, no matter what 
their ethnic or social background, can 
have great hopes for their future. 
America is embarking on a massive 
peaceful revolution, and the revolu
tionaries come from all sectors of our 
melting pot society, blacks, whites, ori
entals, hispanics-who recognize the 
great promise of opportunity which 
America offers. 

We must ignore the prophets of fail
ure who are paralyzed with fear. We 
must set our sights ever and ever 
higher. We can achieve our dreams by 
continuing to be the America whose 
initiative, ingenuity and audacity have 
made us the envy of the world. Ours is 
an opportunity society, and we must 
continue to offer an environment in 
which individuals, no matter how 
humble their beginnings, can develop 
their full potential. 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, the vitality of our 
small businesses is another reason we 
can truly-feel good about America. 

0 1635 

INSURED FINANCIAL 
INSTITUTIONS ACT OF 1985 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
a previous order of the House, the gen
tleman from New York [Mr. LUNDINE] 
is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. LUNDINE. Mr. Speaker today 
my colleague from Delaware, Mr. 
CARPER, and I are introducing legisla
tion which addresses one of the most 
fundamental problems facing our Na
tion's network of financial institu
tions. 

One of the basic ingredients of a 
sound national banking system must 
be consistent and effective examina
tion of federally insured financial in
stitutions. Through regular and rigor
ous reviews of banks, thrifts and credit 
unions, potential problems can be 
caught early. Many of the problems 
which our system has experienced in 
the last year or so could have been 
caught and dealt with earlier through 
more diligent examination procedures. 
For example. inadequacies in our cur-

rent examination procedures were 
cited during congressional hearings 
and other discussions are contributing 
to last year's near failure of Continen
tal Illinois. 

The key to an effective, efficient ex
amination system is competent and 
highly trained examiners. The periodi
cal examination of financial institu
tions is, as one can imagine, a very 
time consuming and arduous process 
which requires a high level of training. 
Examiners are required to travel a 
great deal and work under very stress
ful conditions. In many parts of the 
country, the pay for these profession
als is far below what they could earn 
in the private sector. Consequently, 
many of the best examiners do not 
remain in Government service for 
more than 4 or 5 years. 

The bill which Congressman CARPER 
and I are introducing today, the "In
sured Financial Institutions Examina
tion Act of 1985," addresses many of 
the problems currently plaguing our 
Federal examination structure. First, 
the bill removes Federal examiners 
from Federal civil service pay scales 
and establishes pay scales that are 
roughly comparable to those in pri
vate industry. These new pay scales 
would be based upon geographic loca
tion, length of service and experience, 
and levels of training and responsi
bility. Second, the bill provides for the 
consolidation and upgrading of the 
training of all Federal examiners. 
Presently, each regulatory agency 
trains its own examiners. Our bill 
would require that the examiners of 
the Federal Reserve Board, The 
Comptroller of the Currency, and the 
Federal Home Loan Bank Board all 
undergo the same training program. 
Because training for examiners is paid 
for through assessments on the vari
ous insurance funds, these changes 
will not cost the taxpayer any money, 
nor will such changes have any budg
etary impact. In fact, we estimate that 
there will be an overall savings from 
such consolidation, and our bill dic
tates that any such savings be used to 
hire more examiners. Finally, our bill 
will provide for more coordination be
tween Federal and State examiners for 
State-chartered institutions that are 
federally insured. 

While there have been hearings in 
both the House and Senate on propos
als to reform the Federal deposit in
surance system, and while I applaud 
the committees' efforts in this area, 
the question of the adequacy of cur
rent review and examination proce
dures must also be addressed. In a very 
real sense, the competence and experi
ence of those who examine our Na
tion's financial institutions affect us 
all. We must recruit the most talented 
people to perform this difficult task. 
We cannot afford to have the most 
knowledgeable and conscientious ex-
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aminers leave Government service 
after a few years for the more lucra
tive world of the private sector. 

Over 25 members of the House 
Banking Committee are already co
sponsors of this bill, and I hope that 
other Members of the House will join 
us in this effort. Thank you. 

WORLD FOOD DAY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

a previous order of the House, the gen
tleman from New York CMr. GILMAN] 
is recognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I am 
pleased to rise to focus the attention 
of this body on today's observance of 
World Food Day. Recent events such 
as the "live aid" concert and the USA 
for Africa production of "We Are the 
World" only in part document the in
credible contribution that thousands 
of Americans are making toward 
ending world hunger. 

Since 1979, the National Committee 
for World Food Day, under the leader
ship of its distinguished chairwoman, 
Patricia Young, and the auspices of 
the World Food and Agriculture Or
ganiL'tion CFAOl has undertaken hun
dreds of projects and programs related 
to the world's hunger problem. With
out World Food Day and the organiza
tions involved with its celebration, the 
groundswell needed that made the 
recent media events possible would 
never have existed. 

Americans can be proud of the fact 
that one-half of all the food commit
ted this year to Africa has been donat
ed by the United States. Individuals 
have contributed over $125 million to 
private voluntary organizations such 
as "care" and "save the children." 

Additionally, the U.S. Government 
has sent a total of $1.25 billion for the 
drought since the emergency first 
came to national attention last Octo
ber. This is in addition to $1 billion 
the U.S. Government is spending on 
non-emergency projects in Africa this 
year. 

Yet, despite this impressive outpour
ing of support, the problem of world 
hunger persists. According to a recent 
F AO report, some countries in Africa 
are still being impacted by drought
over 150 million people. And 13 million 
are at immediate risk of dying. Unicef 
informs us that every 24 hours, 42,000 
children under the age of 5 die as a 
result of hunger and related diseases. 

These grim statistics underscore the 
critical need for a continued commit
ment of private and Government 
funds to ending hunger. But emergen
cy relief aid is not enough. A concert
ed effort must be made to improve the 
deteriorating conditions that result in 
tragedy after tragedy-the same condi
tions that allow famine and starvation 
to persist and remain a reality in a 
world with more than enough re-

sources to feed its population. It is 
time for us, for our Nation and the 
world of nations, to work to prevent 
disasters from occurring-to solve the 
problems which face Africa now. 

Recently, I introduced H.R. 2782, 
legislation to prevent famine in Africa, 
which responds to the root of the 
problem that faces a continent whose 
population is growing at the fastest 
rate in the world-3 percent per year
while at the same time the productivi
ty of its land is declining rapidly. Since 
1967, Africa's grain output per person 
has dropped by nearly one-third and 
40 percent of the continent's people 
live in countries where grain yields are 
lower than a generation ago. 

In order to help Africa become self
sufficient and economically independ
ent, there must be a global effort 
made to restore and preserve its own 
productive resources. 

Reversing Africa's decline will in
volve immediate response to the crisis 
of decertification-that is, degenera
tion of land's productivity-which re
sults from overly intensive and ex
ploitative use of land in response to 
the needs of the growing population. 
At this point in time, 77 .2 percent of 
the 4,500 million hectares of dryland 
in the world are already affected by 
decertification and 21 million of these 
per year are reduced to near or total 
uselessness. If this trend is not re
versed, there will be no end to Africa's 
dependency on more developed coun
tries for food and economic assistance. 

A major cause of Africa's current 
problems is the lack of a renewable 
energy supply. Firewood, the most 
widely used source of fuel, is becoming 
increasingly scarce due to the over
harvesting of trees. Forests in coastal 
West Africa were being cleared at a 
rate of 5 percent per year in the early 
eighties; at that rate, in 13 years those 
forests will be half of their original 
size. The scarcity of trees also has im
plications for soil and crop quality. 
Trees help to prevent soil erosion 
caused by damaging winds and floods. 
Without any protection, soil ceases to 
be fertile enough to produce signifi
cant quantitiesr of food. 

Simply to maintain Africa's present 
per capita food consumption, agricul
tural output will have to grow 50 to 60 
percent between the year 1980-2000. 
Considering the monumental suffering 
that exists with the present level of 
food consumption, it is clear that dras
tic measures must be taken to revive 
Africa's capacity to produce. 

The time has come to begin to turn 
back the tide of the degradation of Af
rica's agricultural resource base that 
should be providing food for that con
tinent's people. The decertification 
and deforestation which have played a 
major role in causing the present ca
tastrophe in Africa needs our immedi
ate attention if we are to put an end to 
this cycle of famine. 

Mr. Speaker, we have the ability, the 
technology and the wherewithall to 
end world hunger. All we need is the 
commitment-and I urge my col
leagues to help rally that kind of com
mitment. 

0 1645 
Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to yield to 

the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
LELAND], who has been the chairman 
of our Select Committee on Hunger, 
and who for so many years has led the 
fight in this Congress to stamp out 
world hunger. 

Mr. LELAND. I thank the gentle
man from New York for yielding and 
certainly want to commend him for 
his leadership, not just now to present 
this issue to the American people 
today because this is, indeed, a very 
special day, but also for his leadership 
historically, for what he has done to 
bring to the attention of the Congress 
the matter of ending hunger, world 
hunger, that is. 

So I am happy also to associate 
myself with all of the remarks the 
gentleman has made. 

Today, World Food Day 1985, is the 
occasion for the issuance by the U.S. 
Postal Service of the "help end 
hunger" stamp throughout the 
Nation. Please allow me, as chairman 
of the House Select Committee on 
Hunger and as chairman of the Postal 
Operations and Services Subcommit
tee of the Post Office and Civil Service 
Committee, to express my pride in the 
issuance of the stamp. Let me at this 
time thank especially former Postmas
ter General Bolger and the current 
Postmaster General Carlin for their 
efforts. Without their help the stamp 
never would have been created. 

The Postal Service has made a great 
contribution to the effort to end 
hunger by enabling us to send 120 mil
lion messages calling on our brother 
and sister Americans to "help end 
hunger." 

The stamp captures the pathos and 
vulnerability of hungry individuals, 
young and old. It evokes a compassion
ate response, similar to that awakened 
last year by the visual appearance of 
the famine stricken Ethiopians on tel
evision last year. Mr. Jerry Pinkney, 
designer of the stamp, reminds us that 
every person who suffers hunger is 
unique. In his artistry we see in a child 
or an old person someone we might 
know, weakened by lack of adequate 
nutrition. Aggregate numbers. no 
matter how startling, do not have the 
same effect. 

The American people have always 
responded magnificently to such ap
peals. The magnanimity of our citizens 
during the past year as hunger stalked 
much of Africa and the homeless 
stood in souplines in our cities was ex
traordinary. Although the countless 
opportunities for giving in a free socie-
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ty make a precise calculation of donat
ed funds and services impossible, an 
example of the generosity of Ameri
cans giving through private agencies 
can be gained from interaction. This 
coalition of over 100 private, voluntary 
organizations involved in developing 
countries reports its member agencies 
have received over $125 million in do
nations from the American public for 
famine recovery activities in sub-Saha
ran Africa. Additionally, more than 
$100 million has been raised to help 
victims of drought and famine in 
Africa by USA for Africa and live aid 
efforts. 

The same spirit is being demonstrat
ed in response to domestic hunger and 
malnutrition. The private sector in the 
United States has responded to those 
poor who need food aid regularly or 
occasionally. There are now more food 
banks, soup kitchens and church pan
tries providing food than ever before. 
An estimate of the food contributed 
through the Second Harvest, a single 
organization serving food banks 
throughout the Nation, is $114 million 
in 1984. 

Private individuals, corporations and 
voluntary, nonprofit organizations 
have greatly expanded their efforts to 
alleviate hunger. But their resources 
are not sufficient. The interfaith 
hunger appeal released a report yes
terday stating that chronic malnutri
tion affects 500 million people in the 
world. 

All the needs are not far away. In 
my own city, Houston, the private 
agencies report a 30-percent increase 
in requests for emergency food in 
1985. Bread for the World, a broad co
lition of Christian churches, surveyed 
36 localities across the Nation. In most 
of the cities and counties surveyed the 
food need requirements were well 
beyond the capacities of voluntary 
groups. 

It is clear that food assistance and a 
new commitment to attacking the con
ditions that allow hunger in a world of 
plenty are required. Every individual 
and every government must act in the 
consciousness that indeed, "we are the 
world." Morally, most of us acknowl
edge that the human family suffers 
with the pain or loss of any of its 
members. Yet, we live in a world 
where 2 million children die each year 
of measles complicated by malnutri
tion and lack of health care. 

In 1974, the first World Food Con
ference was convened by the United 
Nations in Rome. The conference 
adopted recommendations and pledged 
to eliminate hunger within 10 years. 
The failure to achieve that goal was 
acknowledged last year at a 10th anni
versary conference in Addis Ababa. 
Clearly the task is difficult and re
quires more than rhetoric. It requires 
hard choices and sacrifice. 

The Interfaith Hunger Appeal 
report is a clear guide to the chal-

lenge ahead. It states the emergency 
needs and long-term development re
quirements. It was prepared by 
Church World Services, Catholic 
Relief Services and the American 
Jewish Joint Distribution Committee, 
three experienced agencies who joined 
together in an educational effort to 
address hunger in 1978. 

The report states that "famine and 
hunger are more the products of 
human neglect than of natural phe
nomena." It calls on all who are in a 
position to affect public and private 
policy to do so on behalf of the world's 
hungry. In a democracy, that's all of 
us. 

The Interfaith Hunger Appeal has 
given us a document that gives sub
stance to the message of the postal 
stamp, help end hunger. I commend to 
your attention on World Food Day an 
important document significantly enti
tled "World Food Security: A Personal 
Responsibility." 

Mr. Speaker, I thank you for your 
time and certainly want to thank the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. 
GILMAN] for not only his time, but also 
his leadership. 

Mr. GILMAN. I thank the gentle
man from Texas for not only being 
our leader of our Select Committee on 
Hunger and for his long-term devotion 
and dedication to the cause, but for 
his very comprehensive and moving 
statement in support of World Food 
Day. 

Mr. LELAND. I thank the gentle
man. 

Let me at this time also commend 
the gentlewoman from New Jersey 
[Mrs. RouKEMA] for her leadership. 
She happens to be the ranking minori
ty member on the Select Committee 
on Hunger. 

Mr. GILMAN. I thank the gentle
man. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa [Mr. TAUKE], who also 
has been involved in this issue for 
many years, and has been a strong 
supporter of World Food Day con
cerns. 

Mr. TAUKE. I thank the gentleman 
and certainly want to express my ap
preciation to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. GILMAN] for his leadership 
on this issue, and to commend the gen
tleman from Texas CMr. LELAND] and 
the gentlewoman from New Jersey 
[Mrs. RoUKEMA], the leaders of our 
Select Committee on Hunger for their 
ongoing effort that has been under 
way for some time now to bring this 
issue to the attention of the House. 

This morning I left the State of 
Iowa, and as I took off on the plane 
and flew over our State, I saw hun
dreds of farmers out there in their 
fields harvesting crops. It is indeed an 
abundant crop that they are harvest
ing in Iowa and across the Midwest 
this year, because this year our Nation 
will bring into the bins record 

amounts of grain and record amounts 
of food will be stored. 

At a time when we are trying to 
figure out where we can find more 
storage capacity for food, it must seem 
strange to many Americans that we 
still have this problem of world 
hunger. 

As we watch nightly newscast foot
age of refugee camps for the starving 
in Ethiopia and other nations of the 
world, looking at the wasted bodies, 
the eyes devoid of hope, the barren 
land, we begin to sense the magnitude 
of the problem and the scope of the 
effort that is required to meet the im
mediate· needs of the starving and mal
nourished of the world. Starvation 
continues to claim 25 victims world
wide every minute. For nations afflict
ed with hunger, the road to recovery is 
long and hard. 

But the twin problems of food pro
duction and food distribution can be 
solved if the will of the nations and 
the peoples of the world is strong 
enough and our commitment deep 
enough. I have reason to be optimistic 
about that will and that commitment. 
I am optimistic when I read that 
Americans have contributed $143 mil
lion to 34 private voluntary organiza
tions to feed the starving in Africa and 
that more than 35 million starving 
people have received nourishment. 

I am most optimistic about our abili
ty to sustain this commitment over 
the long haul ahead when I think of 
the letter I received last December 
from Grant Weeks, a fourth-grader 
from Clinton, IA. I want to share 
Grant's letter with you: 

DEAR MR. TAUKE: I have seen on the news 
these people starve in Ethiopia. I know you 
are a leader in Washington. Could you 
maybe see that the children have food? I am 
willing to give the allowance I have been 
saving. I know you will do what you can do. 

GRANT WEEKS. 
Grant had enclosed $3. 
Grant's letter gives me hope. Our 

Nation's children realize and under
stand the problem of world hunger 
and the need for nations and peoples 
to work together to solve that prob
lem. 

Let us renew our will and our com
mitment today, World Food Day, to a 
world in which starvation and mal· 
nourishment are specters of the past. 

0 1700 
Mr. GILMAN. I thank the gentle

man for his supportive remarks and 
thank him for his long-term commit
ment to this very important issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to yield to 
the gentlewoman from New Jersey 
[Mrs. RouKEMA], who has been the 
outstanding minority leader of our 
Select Committee on Hunger, and who 
has for so many years been concerned 
and dedicated to this issue. 

Mrs. ROUKEMA. Mr. Speaker. I am 
pleased to join my colleague on the 
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House Select Committee on Hunger, 
Mr. BENJAMIN GILMAN, in celebrating 
this October 16 as World Food Day. 

Today, the United States is joined 
by about 150 other countries around 
the world in highlighting the crucial 
importance of agriculture and food 
distribution for survival and good 
health of individuals and nations. 

Today is a time to reflect upon the 
problem of hunger, how far we have 
come, and how far we have yet to 
travel. The problem as I see it, has 
been to answer the question of why do 
we even have this problem at all? 
Since we, as a nation, produce more 
and spend more on food aid, why do 
we have overabundance and the trage
dy of hunger at the same time? Why 
does this problem continue to stay 
ahead of our capacity to solve it? Why 
with all our resources, can we not 
better match supply and need? We 
know the questions. We must search 
for answers. · 

'1'he African famine has captured 
the hearts and souls of the American 
people, and illuminated the problem 
of hunger in tragic proportions. As the 
ranking Republican on the Select 
Committee on Hunger, I had the op
portunity to view this crisis first-hand 
with a group of my House colleagues 
during a trip to Ethiopia last year. 
Words cannot describe the anguish I 
felt at Ko rem and Mekele and other 
refugee camps. My sense of helpless
ness was overwhelming. 

When I saw with my own eyes tens 
of thousands of persons in Ethiopia 
weakened by hunger and near starva
tion, I joined with my Hunger Com
mittee colleagues and sent an urgent 
message to President Reagan. We in
formed him that food aid was needed 
immediately. Our action and the Presi
dent's answer to our call led to the di
version of a ship that was en route 
elsewhere and its grain was made 
available to famine victims of Ethio
pia. 

Actually, the past year has seen one 
of the worst famines in human histo
ry. For the third year in a row, half or 
more of the countries of Africa have 
faced food emergencies. Tens of mil
lions of persons faced the threat of 
death by starvation and hunger-relat
ed illness. U.S. resources were mobi
lized and massive food shipments were 
sent by our Agency for International 
Development CAIDJ to many African 
countries. 

Our President and the Congress em
braced as a national policy of our 
country the principle that "the starv
ing child knows no politics." This prin
ciple has been applied by AID, under 
the able and energetic leadership of 
Mr. M. Peter McPherson, in providing 
aid to all those African countries suf
fering food shortages in the current 
African famine. The United States has 
led all donor nations in providing 3 
million metric tons of food to the Afri-

can nations in need. Those numbers 
are truly impressive. More meaningful 
is the fact that they have saved mil
lions of lives. 

However, there is a great deal that 
remains to be done. 

There is an excellent new book, 
edited by the Hunger Project, entitled 
"Ending Hunger, an Idea Whose Time 
Has Come." The idea of ending hunger 
has been brought home to tens of mil
lions of Americans by news reports of 
the African famine, the "We Are the 
World" song of United Support of Art
ists for Africa-USA for Africa-the 
Live-Aid Concert, and hundreds of 
hunger-related activities across our 
land. Americans' private contributions 
in the past year exceeded $200 million 
in lifesaving assistance. 

We know the problems are severe. 
We know that many lives depend each 
day on our work. We know that the 
massive efforts required have been 
begun. We have a lot more to do. 

Yesterday, the U.S. Postal Service 
issued a new national stamp. Its mes
sage is simple: "Help End Hunger." It 
was private citizen Phyllis Alroy of 
Princeton, NJ, who led a national cam
paign to obtain the signatures of tens 
of thousands of Americans in support 
of the "Help End Hunger" stamp. 
Hunger Committee Chairman LELAND 
pressed the idea in the House Post 
Office and Civil Service Committee 
and won key support for it. As World 
Food Day comes and goes, I am hope
ful that this national stamp will help 
seal our efforts throughout the year in 
alleviating hunger. I urge that all of 
us who can buy this special stamp 
now, while it is available, and use it to 
send out our mail through the coming 
months. It will help keep the "end 
hunger" message going across our land 
and around the world, as we send our 
mail to other countries. 

In my home State of New Jersey, 
Governor Kean issued a special call to 
the people of our State to capture the 
spirit of World Food Day. Rev. John 
Barton, working with Church World 
Service/Crop, is a leader of New Jer
sey's impressive array of World Food 
Day activities. I am sure that the 
people of New Jersey will heed the call 
of World Food Day, as will millions of 
others across the land. Indeed, many 
in New Jersey have been leading the 
call already. 

One such person is Victor Cino. This 
May, a resident of Tenafly, NJ, 
through his own desire to help the 
world's neediest, with untiring energy, 
organized the New Jersey Council on 
African Relief. He now chairs this 
council, comprised of many organiza
tions in the State that are active in 
overseas hunger relief efforts, includ
ing emergency shipments of medi
cines. Mr. Cino's success certainly 
shows that an individual with commit
ment and hard work can work with 
others and save lives. If there were 

time, I could report on the individual, 
corporate, and group contributions of 
many others, as well. They all deserve 
our hearty commendation. 

To carry the spirit of World Food 
Day forward, I have cosponsored the 
House resolution to have November 
24, the Sunday before Thanksgiving, 
designated as the "National Day of 
Fasting to Raise Funds to Combat 
Hunger." The resolution encourages 
Americans who are able to forgo one 
or more meals and contribute the 
money saved to a hunger-relief organi
zation of their choice. This will give us 
each a special chance to experience 
hunger concerns more personally 
while raising substantial sums help to 
those who suffer from hunger. 

Crisis intervention does not substi
tute for our long-term development 
goals. We must take care to help pre
pare the recipient nations to begin to 
provide for their own basic needs. 
There is a point at which emergency 
food can deter local food production. 
We must avoid that counterproductive 
result. Our goal must be to meet criti
cal emergency needs while promoting 
self-sufficiency, not dependency. We 
must ensure that these nations do not 
become permanent wards of the world. 

We must help bring the benefits of a 
new "green revolution" to Africa. The 
United States supports African devel
opment through the trans! er of agri
cultural technology and aid assistance. 
Indeed, our participation in the World 
Bank's International Development As
sociation CIDAJ, the International 
Fund for Agricultural Development 
CIFADJ, and the FAO has created 
many local success stories. For in
stance, IF AD's role is to work with the 
poorest rural farmers in the develop
ing world to assist them in enhancing 
their food production. If we are to 
help the sub-Saharan region of Africa 
overcome the current crisis and move 
toward self-sufficiency, we must direct 
our attention to the small farmer on 
whom this region relies. Each of these 
programs remains crucial to the mo
mentum of agricultural innovation. 

However, without fundamental 
changes in the agricultural, economic, 
and population policies of govern
ments, the seeds of progress sown by 
agricultural innovation will fail to 
flower. We must work to change the 
ill-conceived and regressive percep
tions of governments that view agri
culture as the primitive sector of their 
economies, to be tolerated and taxed 
solely for the benefit of the urban and 
industrial sectors. Only when this an
tiagricultural mindset of post-colonial 
Africa changes, can genuine progress 
be made toward the elimination of the 
conditions that foster these cata
strophic famines. 

Clearly, a massive effort by numer
ous governments, international organi
zations, private groups, and millions of 
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individuals is required to end the 
scourge of hunger. I stand with my 
fell ow Members of Congress, with the 
President and our executive agencies, 
and with those in the private sector 
who are dedicated to ending hunger in 
our time. 

I wish to commend Hunger Commit
tee member, BENJAMIN GILMAN, for 
proposing the World Food Day resolu
tion, the President for again answer
ing our call and leading our national 
observance, the more than 300 Ameri
can groups and organization members 
of the National Committee for World 
Food Day for their mobilization of 
local support, and the United Nations' 
Food and Agriculture Organization 
CUN/FAOl for its leading work toward 
food security for all peoples. 

We can all be proud of the leading 
role our country and so many of its 
private citizens and organizations have 
played in the alleviation of hunger 
and malnutrition in the United States 
and in other countries around the 
world. Sadly, we cannot rest on our 
past accomplishments and just return 
to our every day lives satisfied that we 
have done what we could and more 
than any others have done. 

We cannot because the crisis of food 
shortages in many countries and in 
many individual households in all 
countries persists. The solutions lie in 
long-term efforts to increase food pro
duction in the poorest countries and to 
improve international distribution and 
incountry delivery systems. 

World Food Day is based on the im
portant idea that the people of the 
world should share in a partnership in 
the search for solutions to the prob
lems of hunger and malnutrition. I 
hope that our national commemora
tion of World Food Day will lead mil
lions of Americans to listen, read, and 
reflect on the continuing problems of 
hunger affecting millions of persons 
daily. More importantly, I hope that it 
will encourage many to contact domes
tic and international organizations 
that are working to solve hunger prob
lems and to form lasting links with 
them in their ongoing efforts to allevi
ate hunger and malnutrition in our 
time. 

Mr. GILMAN. I want to thank the 
gentlewoman from New Jersey [Mrs. 
RouKEMA] not only for her leadership 
as our ranking minority member of 
our Select Committee on Hunger, but 
also for her extensive work in finding 
new initiatives for helping us to re
solve this critical issue of world 
hunger. 

Mrs. ROUKEMA. I thank the gen
tleman again. 

0 1710 
Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

as much time as he may consume to 
the gentleman from California CMr. 
MARTINEZ]. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. I thank the gentle
man for yielding. 

Mr. Speaker, as we take this time 
to commemorate World Food Day and 
to reflect on the problem of world 
hunger, very few of us can help 
from feeling a great sense of 
the tragedy that hunger represents. 
The fact that hunger will claim the 
lives of millions of people throughout 
the world each year is truely distress
ing. It is easy to be overwhelmed by 
the magnitude of the problem, and by 
what seems to be our inability to ease 
the pain of all those who suffer. How
ever, we have a responsibility both as 
legislators and as concerned Ameri
cans to continue the fight against 
hunger with vigor that cannot be re
laxed. 

While the extent of hunger through
out the world is undoubtedly a great 
tragedy, what seems to me to be an 
even greater atrocity is the fact that 
here, in the land of plenty, we have 
millions of people who too will go to 
bed every night hungry, and who 
suffer the ill effects of malnutrition. 
An estimated 34.4 million people live 
below the poverty line, and, as a 
result, are denied a nutritionally ade
quate diet. The evidence of hunger in 
America is pouring in as souplines and 
pantry kitchens throughout the 
Nation report a doubling, even a tri
pling of people seeking their assist
ance. Sadly, those who are seeking 
emergency food assistance are families 
with children who were once able to 
make it financially. Unfortunately, un
employment and the rising cost of 
living and energy have forced many of 
our citizens to seek the assistance of 
private charities. I am touched by the 
effort of our courageous citizens who 
donate so much of their time, energy, 
and resources to aid the hungry. Here 
or abroad however, the message they 
are sending to Washington is clear: 
Private charities and food banks 
simply do not have the resources or 
ability to meet the needs of the rising 
population of hungry Americans. 

Much has been said over the past 6 
years about the need to reduce the 
Federal deficit. I wholeheartedly agree 
that this is a major problem and must 
be addressed. However, I question the 
wisdom on cutting back on programs 
that are designed to assist the hungry. 
A healthy population is as essential to 
America as is our national defense. It 
seems ironic to me that so much of our 
resources will be placed on bombs and 
nuclear weaponry, while many of our 
children will suffer from malnutrition. 
Across the street from the White 
House there is a park full of the home
less and hungry who live in the 
streets, picking through trash for 
their meals, and seeking shelter in 
subways from the cold winter nights. 
This scenario occurs in every city 
throughout the Nation. Do we not 
have a responsibility to these people? 

Are they not our brothers and sisters? 
I believe that our budget priorities 
should incorporate the basic values of 
human rights, which include the right 
to a sound and healthy diet. 

Mr. GILMAN. I thank the gentle
man from California for his pertinent 
comments and for his dedication to 
this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to call to 
my colleagues' attention a recent arti
cle, a feature article, prepared by the 
Christian Science Monitor entitled 
"Africa, a Blueprint for Survival," 
written by David K. Willis, who has 
been the Monitor's Third World corre
spondent for a number of years. 

I would like to quote from a portion 
of that which is headed, "A Blueprint 
for African Survival," which summa
rizes the principles set forth in this ar
ticle. 

Mr. Speaker, it states as follows: 
A BLUEPRINT FOR AFRICAN SURVIVAL 

Recognize that to fight famine in the long 
term, African earth, water, trees, and live· 
stock need urgent help to survive. 

Help to lower population growth rates, 
the highest in the world, with sustained co· 
operation between aid donors and local gov· 
ernments, stressing positive benefits rather 
than negative fears. 

Help primarily the small African farmer 
by: 

1. Refocusing aid away from huge, show
case projects originated by urban planners 
largely to benefit urban populations, and 
into local, specific ideas to boost subsistence 
crops. 

2. Involving African women much more in 
aid planning and projects at all levels. 
Women perform up to 80 percent of all 
tasks connected with food production. No 
longer can plans be laid by males for males 
on the assumption that males grow the food 
Africans eat. 

Aid local farmers not in high-tech but in 
low-tech ways. 

Provide more money for intensified re
search into the higher-yielding, hardier, 
drought-resistant crops that are eaten in 
tropical and arid climates <millet, sorghum. 
maize Ccornl, cassava, yams, cowpeas, and 
more>. 

Finance much more drilling for under
ground water across the Sahel region, in 
Ethiopia, Sudan, and northern Kenya, as 
well as more catchments, mini-ponds, terrac
ing, and no-till farming techniques to con
serve the rain that does fall. 

Vastly expand farm extension work, espe
cially to spread the word that "slash and 
burn" shifting cultivation no longer works. 
because populations are growing too fast to 
allow land to lie fallow for the long periods 
it takes to recover. 

Adopt plans drawn up by a UNESCO unit 
in Kenya to limit the number of livestock 
carried on semiarid lands. Nomadic pastoral
ists who settle around grain-distribution 
points must send out herders to keep 
moving their camels from pasture to pas
ture rather than keeping them near the 
home base. 

Balance the competing needs of livestock 
and wild game where drought hits hard. 

Persuade the United States and Europe to 
concentrate much more on diplomacy aimed 
at easing Africa's ruinous civil wars, which 
divert resources, block distribution. and 
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keep too many eyes focused on the short 
term rather than on the future. 

Mr. Speaker, I thought these sugges
tions were worthy of our review, and I 
hope that my colleagues will take a 
good, hard look at these constructive 
proposals. 

Mr. HA YES. Mr. Speaker, distinguished 
colleagues, today I rise to speak to you 
about world hunger. Given that we live in a 
kind of "media age," what we pay attention 
to often depends on what is prominent in 
the media at the moment. 

An apartment-house fire, an airplane 
crash, a murder-these are the items of in
terest that make up our daily news diet. As 
discrete events, relevant largely only to the 
current moment, they come and go in our 
lives with little real impact. They speak to 
no enduring concern. 

The persistence of world hunger is one of 
those issues that permeates the background 
of life. With the exception of the occasional 
news making events, typically, a famine, in 
which the human disaster is so acute that it 
cannot be ignored, hunger lives as a proc
ess, a persistent, and chronic condition. 
People are dying from hunger everyday 
and because this is the norm, it is not news. 

For those of us who are adequately fed 
and for whom food is commonplace in our 
daily life, hunger-if it is thought of at 
all-is something out there-something 
tragic-horrib!e-awful-something we 
wish did not exist. It is not, however some
thing we keep front and center as one of 
our primary and fundamental concerns. 

According to a recent study by "The 
Hunger Project," 1 billion people are 
chronically undernourished; 13 to 18 mil
lion people die a year from hunger, 35,000 
people a day, 24 people a minute, 18 of 
whom are children, die from hunger. Yet, 
because we view hunger in the background 
of life, this terrible toll does not enter our 
headlines, nor, for most of us, our con
cerns. 

As I stated during the debate on the Food 
Security Act, the policy of our Government 
has been to pay farmers not to produce 
crops in an effort to keep commodity prices 
at profitable levels. Meanwhile, millions of 
people go undernourished here and in 
Third World countries. Whatever the rea
sons were or are for this policy, growing 
domestic and world hunger begs this ques
tion-"Should we be in the business of 
paying farmers not to grow food? In light 
of both domestic and world hunger, the 
answer is a crystal clear "no." 

We need to really reassess and re-think 
the guiding principals on which we base 
our farm policies. If there is a problem 
with storing excess commodities-lets cor
rect it. If there is a problem with marketing 
excess commodities-lets correct it. If there 
is a problem with giving food to hungry 
people, by all means-let's correct it. In 
light of domestic and world hunger, how 
long can we continue to pay farmers not to 
produce food? How long are we going to 
suppress the resources of our food produc
ing industry simply to line the pockets of a 
few with inflated profits? 

All of us have been "hungry" at some 
time or other. This usually means simply 
that we have an appetite. But the hunger 
experienced by hundreds of millions of 
people is not an appetite that comes and 
goes; it is a consuming, debilitating, 
minute-by-minute, day-after-day experi
ence. Hunger-the presistent, chronic, re
lentless condition-keeps people from 
working productively and thinking clearly. 
It decreases their resistance to disease, and 
is intensely painful. Prolonged hunger can 
result in permanent damage to the body 
and mind. Ultimately, as the number of 
deaths I mentioned earlier indicate, if 
hunger goes on long enough, it kills. 

Mr. Speaker, we must address the hunger 
crisis now. It is widespread and it is in
creasing. The time to react has passed. The 
time to act is now. 

Mr. JEFFORDS. Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to commend my colleagues on the 
Select Committee on Hunger for organizing 
this colloquy in celebration of World Food 
Day. There is no doubt that hunger is a 
very real and pressing problem in today's 
world. 

We can be proud of the fact that by all 
measures, the United States has taken the 
lead in providing relief of all kinds to the 
drought-stricken areas of Africa. In the last 
year, we have provided over 3 million 
metric tons of food to Africa, valued at just 
over $1 billion. This is roughly 6 times the 
amount provided in fiscal year 1984. 

Funds appropriated in fiscal year 1985 
and added to in the March supplemental 
appropriations bill should be sufficient to 
meet the critical food needs for most of 
Africa. Substantial rains have come to 
many drought areas, however, due to popu
lation displacement and land damage, the 
upcoming harvest will still be subnormal. 
The situation is certainly not great, but it is 
considerably better than at this time lasl: 
year. 

The most critical problem at the moment 
is the lack of transportation to get the food 
to those who need it. While the supplemen
tal provided adequate funds for food relief, 
it was clearly insufficient in the transporta
tion and other nonfood aid provisions. 
Food in Ethiopia is not rotting on the 
docks, as some have said, but it is piling up 
in storage facilities and backing up in the 
system. If there is not an immediate effort 
to provide trucks, gasoline, spare parts, and 
some airplanes, the food storage will 
become critical. The deplorable state of 
Ethiopia's infrastructure is not atypical of 
most of the other famine-stricken nations. 
At this time, AID has no plans to provide 
further transportation assistance. 

Another serious need in the famine-ef
f ected areas is health assistance. Disease is 
a big problem, and could become an even 
greater threat if living conditions are not 
improved and medical assistance does not 
reach large numbers of people. 

A new supplemental request for nonfood 
aid may well be needed to address the criti
cal problems of transportation and health 
assistance. I hope that this body will con
tinue to monitor the situation closely and 
be ready to take action if necessary. 

feel strongly that we must carefully 
assess not only the efficiency of our relief 
efforts in response to the Africa famine 
crisis, but also the background of economic 
development and foreign assistance prior 
to the crisis. While providing emergency 
food assistance is obviously of great impor
tance, it is even more crucial that we re
structure our ongoing development efforts 
so as to help prevent these types of disas
ters. We must evaluate the effectiveness of 
our foreign aid efforts in addressing the 
long-range needs of Africa and other devel
oping nations. We must also lend our sup
port to those international organizations, 
such as the U.N. Food and Agriculture Or
ganization and the International Fund for 
Agricultural Development, that are doing 
such a commendable job of addressing the 
long-term development needs of the Third 
World. For after all, these countries do not 
want our food so much as they want to be 
able to feed themselves. 

While world hunger is a well recognized 
problem, there is also a growing hunger 
problem here at home. Reports done in 
recent years point to large increases in the 
demand for emergency food. Bread for the 
World's recently released 1985 "Hunger 
Watch U.S.A." survey reports a 16.2-percent 
increase in the average number of people 
served monthly by emergency food assist
ance sites in t.he past year. Other disturbing 
statistics show that increasing numbers of 
families are finding it difficult to feed their 
children. The U.S. Conference of Mayors 
reports that the number of families and 
children requesting emergency food aid in
creased by over 35 percent in 1984 alone. 
Adequate funding for Domestic Nutrition 
Assistance Program is the key to bringing 
hunger in the United States under control. 

There is no doubt that the resources exist 
to solve the problems of hunger. What is 
needed is the will to do so. I encourage all 
my colleagues in Congress to join in work
ing for a solution to this problem. 

Mr. TOWNS, Mr. Speaker, today marks 
the fifth observance of World Food Day 
and the 40th anniversary of the founding of 
the U.N. Food and Agriculture Organiza
tion. These events make today's special 
order an appropriate time to address 
hunger concerns. 

There are many people at home and 
abroad who are suffering from serious nu
trition deficiencies. The number of men, 
women, and children who are dying from 
starvation and dietary deficiencies has 
reached crisis proportions. It shocks the 
conscience to know that this day of highly 
advanced technology and agricultural de
velopment, we still have millions of people, 
here at home and abroad, whose basic die
tary needs are not being met. This situation 
is indeed a very sad commentary on the 
world community and perhaps more impor
tantly, our Nation. 

On this day of observance, we must re
dedicate ourselves to the elimination of 
world hunger. However, let me add these 
words of caution. It will be very difficult to 
show the world community that we are 
genuinely committed to this just and noble 
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cause if we are not equally committed and 
determined to elimnate hunger in America. 
We cannot very well attack the problem of 
world hunger without first eliminating do
mestic hunger. 

There are still too many hungry Ameri
cans across this Nation and the figures are 
rising. The sharp increase in the early 
1980's was thought to be a short-term in
crease caused primarily by the recession, 
high unemployment, and reductions in Fed
eral public assistance programs; that is, 
AFDC families, food stamps and other nu
tritional programs. The trend since the 
early l 980's has been one of declining Fed
eral support to those who need Federal as
sistance the most. According to the most 
recent report of Hunger Watch U.S.A., be
tween fiscal year 1982 and fiscal year 1985, 
the Food Stamp Program was cut by over 
$7 billion from its pre-1982 levels. Further
more, the effect of the reduction has been 
to terminate benefits to over 1 million 
people and reduce benefits to virtually all 
other eligible beneficiaries. These cutbacks 
and the resulting ramifications are not in
dicative of a Congress which has commit
ted itself to the elimination of hunger 
throughout the world. The Food Stamp 
Program desperately needs to be expanded 
to allow more households to participate. 

This program is only one avenue which 
should be pursued in an effort to reduce 
the level of hunger in the United States. 
Let's us demonstrate to the world that we 
view hunger as the No. 1 issue at home and 
abroad in the l 980's. 

Mr. MOORHEAD. Mr. Speaker, yesterday 
in a Capitol Hill setting, at a ceremony 
hosted by the Select Committee on Hunger 
and attended by the Postmaster General of 
the United States, 10 individuals received 
citations for their extraordinary efforts to 
end world hunger. From all parts of the 
country, all ages and walks of life they 
came, in honor of the first day of issue of a 
U.S. Postal Service stamp bearing the 
legend "Help End Hunger." One of the per
sons honored, Dorsey Lawson of Pasadena, 
CA, came from the 22d District of Califor
nia which I represent. 

Dorsey Lawson is not just dedicated to 
this cause; for her it is a way of life. The 
name of her support group really says it 
all, "Results." Dorsey by her steadfast de
votion to a cause shows us all what it takes 
to make a difference in the lives of others. 
Dorsey represents the meaning of individ
ual effort at its very best. She never for
gets, and she never lets you forget, and we 
are all the better for it. 

Today is World Food Day 1985; a day on 
which we can truly celebrate the good news 
that since 1961, 51 countries representing 
over 1.5 billion people have ended hunger 
as a national issue within their borders. It 
is also a day during which we can pay 
homage to Dorsey Lawson and her coun
terparts all over this Earth for their re
markable efforts to first bring the crisis to 
our attention, to take action and then most 
important of all to be able to show "re
sults." That is what this day is all about 
and that is what Dorsey Lawson is all 
about. 

Mr. BROWN of California. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise today in recognition of World Food 
Day. 

In 1979, the then 147-member nations of 
the Food and Agricultural Organization of 
the United Nations passed the resolution 
establishing World Food Day. They hoped 
that an internationally celebrated event 
would focus public attention on the gravity 
of the world food situation, particularly in 
developing countries, and would stimulate 
public participation in efforts to over come 
hunger. 

Today, hundreds of thousands will gather 
to express and reaffirm in their own way, 
their commitment to end hunger. They will 
focus compassion, energy, and vision on 
helping to develop comprehensive farm, 
food, and health policies-policies which 
increase the availability of nutritious food 
for all. In this individual commitment, by 
people in countries throughout the world, 
lies the true strength and ability to elimi
nate hunger and malnutrition. 

As I look back over the years, I can see 
the result of increased concern and united 
compassion for the hungry. Hunger groups 
have grown and developed into widely ef
fective organizations. Through efforts of 
these groups, individuals and policymakers 
have become more educated and directed in 
their approach to eliminate hunger perma
nently. 

While our country has not yet succeeded 
in eliminating domestic hunger, indeed we 
have witnessed an increase in the past few 
years, our country has been able to respond 
to hunger with a broad and often success
ful attack, using mechanisms which have 
taken years to develop. 

Today we have established food banks, 
procedures for commercial and governmen
tal contributions to food distribution pro
grams, school lunch and breakfast pro
grams, distribution of surplus commodities, 
child nutrition, and the Women, Infant and 
Children [WIC] Programs, and food 
stamps. 

This ability to respond has improved tre
mendously since 1935, when Congress first 
directed the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
to operate food assistance programs aiding 
the low-income population, and to pur
chase and donate surplus farm commod
ities to school lunch programs serving low
income populations. 

In the late l 960's, President Kennedy 
launched an all-out campaign to eliminate 
hunger. And we made strong progress. In 
1961, the first pilot Food Stamp Program 
began operation. Over a decade later, in 
1972, the first supplemental food program 
for Women, Infants and Children [WIC] 
was mandated. These programs were ex
panded and improved through the l 970's, 
and they seemed to be working. 

However, 1980 was a hard year on food 
assistance programs. Child Nutrition Pro
gram funds were reduced, school lunch 
subsidy rates were reduced, nutrition edu
cation programs, breakfast programs and 
others suffered setbacks. Since 1980, the 
Nation, and the world as a whole, has suf
fered from the recession. Reports have in
dicated that there is a growing number of 

children admitted into hospitals who are 
showing symptoms likely to be nutrition 
related. Demand for emergency assistance 
has risen faster than the ability of food as
sistance programs to respond. 

The occurrence of hunger internationally 
has been underlined by the tragic drought 
in Africa. Millions of Africans face hunger 
and the threat of starvation daily. Yet, 
there has been an incredible response to 
this famine. Shortly after the BBC broad
cast last fall, the relief organizations from 
the United States witnessed a flood of con
tributions for the drought victims. While 
the U.S. Government has sent emergency 
food aid, and other assistance, private citi
zens have also contributed food, money, 
and their time. We have seen a variety of 
group efforts-the live-aid concert, fund
rais~ng functions, and community bene
fits-to raise funds. The concern fell for 
the plight of the famine victims has result
ed in one of the largest broad-reaching 
fundraising efforts to battle hunger in his
tory, and has saved millions of lives. 

No; we have not yet eliminated hunger. 
We have not been successful in feeding all 
the Africans or those who are starving in 
other areas of our world. Yet, we have es
tablished a momentum. And, we have 
proved what can be accomplished when we 
try. 

World Food Day is an event to encourage 
this determination to eliminate hunger. 
And, we must be careful not to let our en
thusiasm wane. 

As the richest nation in the world, we 
feel a moral obligation to share our abun
dance of food with others less fortunate 
than ourselves. 

The United States is the No. 1 agricultur
al producer in the world. It is a national 
shame to have people go hungry in a land 
as wealthy as ours. 

We are now viewing hunger and malnu
trition as a health risk as we learn more 
about the effects of inadequate nutrition 
and its impact on the health of the elderly, 
expectant mothers, newborn and growing 
children. 

We must recognize the ills of hunger 
from an educational point of view; hunger 
and inadequate nutrition can reduce the 
ability of our children, tomorrow's leaders, 
to concentrate and learn. 

Finally, policymakers are beginning to 
view hunger from a cost perspective. It has 
been estimated that for every dollar we 
spend on providing good nutrition domesti
cally, we can save up to $3 dollars in health 
care costs and in the loss of good educa
tion. 

Yet, an effective program for eliminating 
hunger requires much more than emergen
cy food assistance. We must develop a more 
permanent approach which addresses the 
causes of hunger and malnutrition. 

Hunger and malnutrition occur for a va
riety of reasons: unfair and uneven distri
bution of wealth; lack of a social system to 
help the disabled, the young, and the old: 
shortages or uneven distribution of food
created by natural or political restrictions: 
inability for a community to be food self-



October 16, 1985 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 27639 
sufficient; social and cultural factors re
garding right to food; and ignorance. 

In America, hunger is not a result of a 
limited food supply, but the inability to pay 
for it. Government benefits alone will not 
be the solution to eliminating this problem. 
What we really must strive for is insuring 
an adequate supply of nutritious foods at 
affordable prices to all citizens. 

A voiding artifically high prices, encour
aging urban and individual gardening 
projects, instituting direct farmer-to-con
sumer marketing, reducing unemployment, 
and encouraging food and personal contri
butions to community assistance programs 
for the needy will all serve as important 
foundations for increasing the availability 
of nutritious foods. 

Increasing our understanding of nutri
tion, both nationally through research, and 
individually through education is vital. It is 
estimated that one out of every seven 
Americans is malnourished or has a defi
ciency in one or more essential vitamins or 
minerals. For a large portion of these 
people, this is not due to hunger, but rather 
poor eating habits and ignorance regarding 
nutrition. Our schools can and should off er 
nutrition education, but more needs to be 
done to educate all our citizens regarding 
food consumption and the need for proper 
nutrition. 

Because I feel strongly that nutrition re
search and on-going nutrition monitoring 
of our citizens is essential to assessing and 
increasing our country's health, I have in
troduced, along with my colleagues Con
gressmen MACKAY and WALGREN, the Na
tional Nutrition Monitoring and Related 
Research Act of 1985. 

On an international level, communica
tion and cooperation is important to win 
the battle against hunger. The famine in 
Africa has resulted in increased efforts to 
coordinate food assistance with other coun
tries. And I hope this trend will continue in 
the future. 

However, just as in America, direct food 
assistance will not result in a permanent 
reduction of hunger. Increased education, 
technology transfer, developing low-re
source, sustainable agriculture systems ap
plicable to each area, natural resource con
servation and maintenance programs, and 
social and political involvement is needed. 

Today, we have the resources, the knowl
edge, and the ability to reduce-even elimi
nate-hunger. What we lack is the needed 
commitment of our world leaders, of our 
community leaders, and individuals. World 
Food Day was created to help bring hunger 
to our attention, and to help foster this 
commitment. 

I commend everyone who has taken part 
in this effort. From those who have con
tributed their time to volunteer in food as
sistance programs or joined education ef
forts, to those who have contributed or 
raised money for hunger-related projects, 
to those who have educated policymakers, 
to all who have participated in research 
and the development of technology and 
knowledge needed to eliminate hunger 
completely. 

We have taken great steps in reducing 
hunger in our world. I encourage all to join 
these efforts and to continue to press 
toward our goal of eliminating hunger in 
our lifetime. 

Mr. GARCIA. Mr. Speaker, I want to 
thank my colleagues for arranging this spe
cial order on hunger. Representatives 
MICKEY LELAND, BEN GILMAN, and MARGE 
ROUKEMA have done an excellent job with 
the Select Committee on Hunger in making 
us all aware of the plight of the world's 
hungry. 

Certainly there is no greater cause facing 
us than to insure that all the world's people 
are fed. Without this basic need fulfilled, 
we cannot even begin to hope that the mil
lions of people throughout the world that 
are hungry-particularly those in the de
veloping world-will be able to have any 
kind of normal life. 

Politics must be cast aside when we con
sider this issue. Our efforts must, instead, 
be focused on feeding the hungry no matter 
where they are, no matter what kind of 
government they labor under. The best way 
for us to do this is to continue with efforts 
such as this-getting Members of Congress 
together to talk about hunger and what can 
be done to eliminate it. That's the first step, 
making people aware of the magnitude of 
this problem, Hunger is not confined to 
Ethiopia; it exists throughout Africa, as 
well as throughout the world. 

There is no reason for hunger to contin
ue. I am convinced that if we work togeth
er, we have it within our power to end 
hunger. We, as Members of Congress, must 
join together and speak with one voice in 
the fight against hunger. Ending hunger 
would be the best foreign policy initiative 
we could possibly undertake. 

Mr. MARTINEZ. Mr. Speaker, as we take 
this time to commemorate World Food Day 
and to reflect on the problem of world 
hunger, very few of us can help from feel
ing a great sense of the tragedy that hunger 
represents. The fact that hunger will claim 
the lives of millions of people throughout 
the world each year is truly distressing. It 
is easy to be overwhelmed by the magni
tude of the problem, and by what seems to 
be our inability to ease the pain of all those 
who suffer. However, we have a responsi
bility both as legislators and as people to 
continue the fight against hunger with a 
vigor that cannot be relaxed. 

While the extent of hunger throughout 
the world is undoubtedly a great tragedy, 
what seems to me to be an even greater 
atrocity is the fact that here, in the land of 
plenty, we have millions of people who also 
will go to bed every night hungry, and who 
suffer the ill effects of malnutrition. An es
timated 34.4 million people live below the 
poverty line, and, as a result, are denied a 
nutritionally adequate diet. The evidence of 
hunger in America is pouring in as soup 
lines and pantry kitchens throughout the 
Nation report a doubling, even tripling of 
people seeking their assistance. Sadly, 
those who are seeking emergency food as
sistance are families with children who 
were once able to make it financially. Un
fortunately, unemployment and rising costs 

of living and 2nergy have forced many of 
our citizens to seek the assistance of pri
vate charities. I am touched by the effort 
by our courageous citizens who donate so 
much of their time, energy, and resources 
to aid the hungry. However, the message 
they are sending to Washington is clear: 
Private charities and food banks simply do 
not have the resources or ability to meet 
the needs of the rising population of 
hungry Americans. 

Much has been said over the past 6 years 
about the need to reduce the Federal defi
cit. I wholeheartedly agree that this is a 
major problem and must be addressed. 
However, I question the wisdom in cutting 
back on programs that are designed to 
assist the hungry. A healthy population is 
as essential to America as is our national 
defense. It seems ironic to me that so much 
of our resources will be placed on bombs 
and nuclear weaponry, while many of our 
children will suffer from brain damage due 
to malnutrition. Across the street from the 
White House there is a park full of the 
homeless and hungry who live in the 
streets, picking through trash for their 
meals, and seeking shelter in subways from 
the cold winter nights. This scenario occurs 
in every city throughout the Nation. Do we 
not have a responsibility to these people? 
Are they not our brothers and sisters? I be
lieve that our budget priorities should in
corporate the basic values of human rights, 
which include the right to a sound and 
healthy diet. 

Thank you. 
Mr. FASCELL. Mr. Speaker, World Food 

Day gives us an opportunity to express 
thankfulness again for the agricultural 
plenty of the United States, and to renew 
our resolve in the campaign against the 
hunger afflicting the poor populations of 
the world. 

The continuing, long-term solution for 
hunger in developing countries is to raise 
their own agricultural production to 
achieve food self-reliance. To this end, 
America and other donors have been pro
viding assistance for self-help programs in 
many countries over the years. 

There has been marked success in this 
compaign in Asia and most other parts of 
the Third World. The U.N. Food and Agri
culture Organization [FAOJ 1985 World 
Food Report says global food and agricul
tural production rose by more than 4 per
cent in 1984 for one of the best results in 
the past decade. It reports production in
creases mainly in the United States, West 
Europe, and also in the larger developing 
countries, including China and India, were 
led by a stunning 8.5 percent growth in 
cereal output to 1,780 million tons-a new 
record. 

The notable exception to date has been in 
Africa, where population has been growing 
at 3 percent a year but grain yields have 
been declining for more than a decade. 
causing massive malnutrition. 

In short, we have done much in the anti
hunger campaign. But much remains to be 
done. 
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On this World Food Day in 1985, it seems 

particularly appropriate that we take en
couragement over the gains-and the ame
liorating of tragedies which could have 
been worse-over the past 12 months. 

We have just been through an extraordi
nary and heart-rending year with the 
famine catastrophies of sub-Sahara Africa. 
A year ago at this time the attentions of af
fluent populations in the Western world 
were gripped by television scenes of starv
ing men, women, and children in the 
parched highlands of Ethiopia. Internation
al experts were reporting that tens of mil
lions of Africans were at risk of death from 
drought. The "gap" which needed to be 
filled by emergency food aid was vast and 
nowhere near filled by existing donor 
pledges. Even where emergency food ship
ments could be landed at ocean ports, it 
was feared that inland transportation bot
tlenecks in various places could impair dis
tribution to some of the neediest populaces. 
The international community rushed to 
mount a massive rescue effort. 

Today the experts are reporting the risk 
of starvation in sub-Sahara Africa is facing 
far fewer people than a year ago. Some of
ficials calculate that only about one-third 
as many now require emergency feeding, 
and those are in a relatively small number 
of countries where emergency programs 
are already underway. 

Indeed, from some sub-Sahara countries 
we are now getting reports warning against 
having too much emergency food aid 
around at harvest time-the shi~ments 
from abroad could have a price-depressing 
effect on produce the local farmers are 
trying to sell! And from much of the conti
nent, we have word of agricultural rehabili
tation that will be helped by long-term de
velopment assistance from foreign donors, 
rather than further emergency food aid at 
this time. 

The FA O's latest special report on the 
food situation in the 21 African countries 
affected by emergencies speaks of improved 
prospects generally although exceptional 
food aid will continue to be needed in the 
1985-86 crop year for 5 of them-Angola, 
Botswana, Ethiopia, Mozambique and 
Sudan. "Reflecting good harvests in 1985 in 
most of the affected countries in eastern, 
southern, and northern Africa and the fa
vorable crop prospects in the Sahelian 
countries of West Africa, the overall food 
supply position for most of the 21 affected 
countries is expected to improve and it is 
back to normal in a number of them," the 
F AO report states. 

U.S. Government analysts are currently 
revising significantly their assessments of 
last July which were issued in the U.S. De
partment of Agriculture's report on "World 
Food Needs and Availabilities, 1985." Be
cause of improvements greater than expect
ed, they now estimate that global food aid 
needs covering 69 countries will be around 
9 million tons in the 1985-86 crop year, 
down from the 11.4 million tons they had 
forecast in July. For sub-Sahara Africa, 
they are estimating 2. 7 million tons needed 
in the coming year, sharply less than the 4 
million tons estimate in July. 

As these reports show, the act of Divine 
Providence in returning more favorable 
weather to many of the afflicted countries 
has been the key element in the improve
ment. 

Another major element has been the har
diness, the resourcefulness, the determina
tion of the drought-stricken populaces 
themselves to survive in the face of food 
adversities far worse than we encounter in 
the West. 

And credit must be given to one of the 
most impressive international emergency 
food aid efforts of recent times, which has 
saved untold numbers of lives. 

In the 1984-85 year, donor nations 
shipped an estimated 11.7 million tons of 
cereal food aid to needy countries, the first 
time the IO-million-ton annual target set by 
the World Food Conference in 1974 was 
surpassed. The United States provided 7 .4 
million tons, 63 percent of the total. The 
surge in the global total was of course due 
to the response to the desperate situation 
in Africa. 

The United States in fiscal 1985 shipped 
more than 3 million tons of food to the af
flicted African countries, valued at more 
than $1 billion, helping to reach more than 
40 million hungry people. We in the Con
gress ensured a massive U.S. response with 
passage of emergency legislation providing 
$812.5 million in supplemental funding. 

American private and voluntary agencies 
have been in the vanguard of the relief 
effort. They merit our highest praise for 
their unstinting devotion to saving lives 
and helping rehabilitation in this emergen
cy. 

They have had enormous support from 
the American people. INTERACTION, the 
association of 105 American PVO's, has re
ported receiving more than $140 million in 
donations for African/Ethiopian relief. 
Funds have come from individuals, schools, 
churches, businesses, and other private 
groups. Further large amounts have come 
from special promotions such as Live Aid. 

On this World Food Day, we know much 
further, sustained effort will be needed in 
coming years to combat hunger where it 
still exists around the globe. But we can 
look with considerable pride at what has 
been done so far. 

Mr. SEIBERLING. Mr. Speaker, I am 
very pleased to be among those who today 
are celebrating the fifth annual World 
Food Day and the 40th anniversary of the 
founding of the U.N. Food and Agriculture 
Organization [FAOJ. I would like to com
mend Representatives LELAND, AOUKEMA, 
and GILMAN for their work on the luue of 
world hunger, and for organizing this ape
clal order. 

Recently the press has been highlighting 
the plight of those who are hungry around 
the world. While the latest media attention 
focuses on the immediate crisis in Ethopia 
and other places in sub-Sahara Africa, the 
problems of world hunger and malnutrition 
are extremely complex, making long range 
solutions very difficult. Although crises 
such as droughts and civil wars exacerbate 
existing food shortages in various parts of 
the world, hundreds of millions of people 

around the world suffer from a chronic 
lack of sufficient food. The most vulnerable 
are women, infants, and children. While 
over one-fourth of the people in developing 
countries are suffering from malnutrition, 
hunger is also a problem for many here in 
the United States. 

World Food Day is a perfect opportunity 
to point out the immediate need to get food 
to the hungry, as well as to discuss possible 
long range solutions to the problem of 
world hunger. I am pleased to say that sev
eral groups in my district are observing 
World Food Day through activities de
signed to highlight both the short-term and 
the long range facets of the world hunger 
problem. 

Today in downtown Akron, OH, residents 
of the Akron-Canton area are loading over 
200,000 pounds of edible soybean oil, 
nonfat dry milk, and soy-fortified corn 
meal for shipment to West Africa. This 
may be the largest privately funded mercy 
shipment of food sent to Africa from the 
United States to date. The event is being or
ganized by a group of local citizens who 
call themselves ACT-Akron and Canton 
Together-for Africa, in cooperation with 
World Vision, a nonprofit international 
relief and development organization. 

Most of the food to be shipped to Africa 
was grown in Ohio and purchased at less 
than wholesale rates. Both the manpower 
and the equipment for the loading of the 
food were donated. Transportation services 
were provided by various donors within the 
trucking industry, and other services were 
provided at reduced rates. 

ACT for Africa was created last spring 
when a group of religious, civic, education, 
business, labor, and professional leaders in 
the Akron-Canton area decided to mobilize 
a local response to Africa's famine crisis. 
Led by Dan Cormany, associate dean of 
students at Malon;? College in Canton, the 
group has raised over $100,000 for relief ef
forts. In addition to collecting money and 
arranging the food shipments to Africa, the 
group has helped to educate the local resi
dents about the long-term causes and solu
tions of the world hunger problem. I want 
to commend the members of ACT for 
Africa for their hard work and dedication 
to this effort. 

Another group in my district is working 
to end hunger, but this time the hungry 
people are living in this country. The 
Akron Area Foodbanc serves hungry 
people in a five-county area of northeast 
Ohio. The Foodbanc provides assistance to 
over 150 food pantries and 12 soup kitch
ens in the region. In 1984, the Foodbanc 
served 153,670 meals to hungry people in 
the area, and it distributed 182,684 food 
baskets to needy families. The Foodbanc 
reports a 13-percent increase in requests 
for food assistance from 1983 to 1984. On 
World Food Day, the Akron Area Food
banc will continue its work to feed the 
hungry who live in the Akron-Canton area. 
The many volunteers and workers in this 
organization also deserve our praise and 
support. 
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We must all feel a deep sadness that 
hunger remains a real problem both in our 
country and around the world. But we can 
be proud that thousands of people, in Ohio 
and elsewhere, are giving and working to 
end this tragic situation. 

Mr. ROE. Mr. Speaker, today's observ
ance of the fifth celebration of World Food 
Day and the 40th anniversary of the United 
Nation's Food and Agriculture Organiza
tion makes us pause in our daily affairs 
and reflect upon the increasing rate of 
hunger in this world and the pain and suf
fering, both physical and mental, resulting 
from not being able to eat or drink. By par
ticipating in this special order, I hope to 
join my colleagues in calling attention to 
the tragic plight of the hungry and the un
dernourished, here in America and abroad, 
particularly in Africa. 

The sad but true fact is that the number 
of hungry Americans is still growing and 
increasing from day to day, month to 
month, year to year. The Federal food as
sistance programs are not meeting the food 
and nutrition needs of millions of Ameri
cans, and private relief organizations have 
been stretched to the limit. Recent studies 
confirm these alarming statistics. The Food 
Stamp Program is the Nation's primary as
sistance program, designed to serve entire 
families of low income people. In 1985, this 
program has served 20 million Americans 
at a cost of approximately $12 billion. Yet 
the number of people participating in the 
Food Stamp Program has declined at a 
large rate, and not simply because they 
have suddenly found the means to pay for 
their food out of their own pockets. Feder
al cutbacks, pride, social stigma, and lack 
of information are the major causes for the 
lack of participation in the program by 
those who are otherwise eligible for it. 
There appears to be an unwillingness on 
the part of those who need public assist
ance to seek it, and a societal disdain 
toward those who receive food stamps. This 
prevailing negative attitude toward the re
cipients of food stamps causes many indi
viduals to hesitate to seek assistance, espe
cially in small towns where the would-be 
recipients are well known. 

For those who are eligible and want to 
take part in the Food Stamp Program, 
other barriers exist. Complex application 
procedures, inconvenient office hours and 
locations, tremendous delays in processing 
applications, stricter eligibility guidelines, 
and complicated paperwork requirements 
prevent some people from receiving the 
food stamps and cause those who are get
ting this assistance to lose it. Even those 
who manage to receive food stamps still 
suffer from shortages. In short, the Food 
Stamp Program, the country's major 
weapon against hunger and malnutrition, 
has not been improved or expanded in the 
past 4 years. 

Other alarming trends in America point 
to the rising increase of hunger here. 
Fewer and fewer women are taking part in 
the supplemental feeding programs avail
able to them, the WIC program, and fewer 
and fewer children are participating in the 
school breakfast and school lunch pro-

grams. Senior citizens and elderly Ameri
cans are not receiving the federally subsi
dized meals to which they are entitled. Pri
vate charities and religious organizations, 
seeking to make up for the cutbacks in 
Federal aid, are strapped and can no longer 
help the hungry and the undernourished as 
they once could. It is indeed a sad state of 
affairs that today in America, in the so
called land of plenty, the hungry and the 
ill-fed are not receiving the basic elements 
necessary for subsistence. 

A similar story can be heard abroad, es
pecially in Africa. We daily read about the 
disastrous effects of the hunger and the 
drought in Ethiopia, the Sudan, Chad, and 
other African nations. The United States 
alone has sent this year almost 2 billion 
metric tons of food to the African Conti
nent, has contributed $10.5 million in emer
gency funding for African refugees, and the 
problems still endure, unabated. People are 
dying daily from starvation and thirst, chil
dren are suffering even now from dysen
tery and distended stomaches caused by 
malnutrition, and human beings are expir
ing simply because they have lost all hope 
for ever living on the basic levels of sub
sistence. 

The command of "feeding the hungry 
and giving drink to the thirsty" harks back 
to pre-Biblical days. Every society has a 
moral and ethical obligation to help those 
who are suffering from hunger and 
drought, to give them aid in their time of 
need, and to make the maximum effort to 
help them to end their suffering and tra
vail. In this country, we must redouble our 
measures to end world hunger, as we mark 
World Food Day. In that way, we may yet 
live to see the day when the human race 
will no longer be afflicted by this terrible 
condition and all Americans will be able to 
enjoy the fruits of our own society. 

Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re
marks on my special order today. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is 
there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab

sence was granted to: 
Mr. WEAVER <at the request of Mr. 

WRIGHT), for today, on account of nec
essary absence. 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 
By unanimous consent, permission 

to address the House, following the 
legislative program and any special 
orders heretofore entered, was granted 
to: 

<The following Members <at the re
quest of Mr. YouNG of Florida> to 
revise and extend their remarks and 
include extraneous material:> 

Mr. MooRE, for 5 minutes. today. 
Mrs. BENTLEY, for 10 minutes, on Oc

tober 17. 
<The following Members <at the re

quest of Mr. OBERSTAR) to revise and 
extend their remarks and include ex
traneous material:) 

Mr. LUNDINE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. RoE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. ANNUNZIO, for 5 minutes. today. 
Mr. GAYDOS, for 30 minutes, today. 
Mr. CARPER, for 60 minutes, today. 
Mr. ALEXANDER, for 30 minutes, on 

October 17. 
Mr. FRANK, for 60 minutes, on Octo

ber 17. 
Mr. OWENS, for 60 minutes, on Octo

ber 22. 
Mr. OWENS, for 60 minutes, on Octo

ber 23. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
By unanimous consent, permission 

to revise and extend remarks was 
granted to: 

<The following Members <at the re
quest of Mr. YouNG of Florida> and to 
include extraneous matter:> 

Mr. GROTBERG. 
Mr. GILMAN in two instances. 
Mr. SAXTON. 
Mr. GALLO. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
Mr. BILIRAKIS. 
Mr. LENT in two instances. 
Mr. SWINDALL. 
Mr. GREEN in two instances. 
Mr. MOORHEAD. 
Mr. BOEHLERT. 
Mr. KEMP. 
Mr. LOWERY of California. 
Mr. COURTER. 
Ms. SNOWE. 
Mr. WOLF. 
Mr. EVANS of Iowa. 
Ms. FIEDLER. 
<The following Members <at the re

quest of Mr. OBERSTAR) and to include 
extraneous matter:> 

Mr. KOSTMA YER. 
Mr. TORRICELLI. 
Mr. LEHMAN of Florida. 
Mr. MARTINEZ in two instances. 
Mr. DINGELL in two instances. 
Mr. ROE. 
Mr. MANTON. 
Mr. RANGEL. 
Mr. RODINO. 
Mr. BIAGGI. 
Mr. FusTER. 
Mr. DOWNEY of New York. 
Mr. DIXON. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. 
Mr. SIKORSKI. 
Mr. ECKART of Ohio. 
Mr. MATSUI in two instances. 
Mr. KILDEE. 
Mr. GARCIA. 
Mrs. SCHROEDER. 



27642 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE October 16, 1985 
Mr. HUBBARD. 
Mr. KOLTER in two instances. 
Mr. DYMALLY. 
Mr. GORDON. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT 
RESOLUTIONS SIGNED 

Mr. ANNUNZIO, from the Commit
tee on House Administration, reported 
that that committee had examined 
and found truly enrolled a bill and 
joint resolutions of the House of the 
following titles, which were thereupon 
signed by the Speaker: 

S. 1349. An act to provide for the use and 
distribution of funds awarded in docket 363 
to the Mdewakanton and Wahpekute East
ern or Mississippi Sioux before the U.S. 
Court of Claims and Claims Court; 

S.J . Res. 158. Joint resolution designating 
February 1986 as "National Community Col
lege Month"; and 

S.J. Res. 175. Joint resolution to designate 
the week of October 20, 1985, through Octo
ber 26, 1985, as " National CPR Awareness 
Week." 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. GILMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move 

that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accord

ingly <at 5 o'clock and 20 minutes 
p.m. ) under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Thursday, Oc
tober 17, 1985, at 11 a.m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, execu
tive communications were taken from 
t he Speaker's table and referred as fol
lows: 

2137. A letter from the Director, Defense 
Security Assistance Agency, transmitting a 
report that no U.S. personnel either took 
part or were injured in an attack presum
ably upon them at La Union, El Salvador, 
on October 10, 1985, pursuant to 22 U.S.C. 
2761<cH2>; to the Committee on Foreign Af
fairs. 

2138. A letter from the Chairman, U.S. 
Consumer Product Safety Commission, 
transmitting a report on compliance with 
the laws relating to open meetings of agen
cies of the Government CGovernment in the 
Sunshine Act), pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 552bCj); 
to the Committee on Government Oper
ations. 

2139. A letter from the Deputy Chief of 
Staff for Installations and Logistics, U.S. 
Marine Corps, transmitting a report of the 
Retirement Plan for Civilian Employees of 
the U.S. Marine Corps Exchanges, etc. , for 
the year ending December 31, 1984, pursu
ant to 31 U.S.C. 9503CaH1HB>; to the Com
mittee on Government Operations. 

2140. A letter from the Acting Assistant 
Attorney General, transmitting an update 
of the 1983 evaluation report on the trustee 
pilot program for bankruptcy administra
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

2141. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Personnel Management, transmitting a 
draft of proposed legislation to amend the 
Ethics in Government Act of 1978 to im
prove the confidential disclosure system, 

and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Post Office and Civil Service. 

2142. A letter from the Administrator, 
Agency for International Development and 
First Vice President and Vice Chairman, 
Export-Import Bank of the United States, 
transmitting a report on the amount and ex
tension of credit under the Trade Credit In
surance Program, jointly, to the Commit
tees on Banking, Finance and Urban Affairs 
and Foreign Affairs. 

2143. A letter from the Comptroller Gen
eral of the United States, transmitting a 
report entitled "Financial Condition of 
American Agriculture" CGAO/RCED-86-09, 
October 10, 1985>; jointly, to the Commit
tees on Government Operations and Agri
culture. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 5 of rule X and clause 
4 of rule XXII, public bills and resolu
tions were introduced and severally re
f erred as follows: 

By Mr. CARPER <for himself, Mr. 
LUNDINE, Mr. ST GERMAIN, Mr. 
WYLIE, Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. BEREUTER, 
Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. CooPER, Mr. 
DREIER of California, Mr. ERDREICH, 
Mr. FRANK, Mr. FusTER, Mr. GORDON, 
Mr. HILER, Mr. HUBBARD, Mr. KAN
JORSKI, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. LAFALCE, 
Mr. LEvIN of Michigan, Mr. McCAND
LESS, Mr. McKINNEY, Mr. McMILLAN, 
Mr. MANTON, Mr. MITCHELL, Mr. 
NEAL, Mr. NELSON of Florida, Mr. 
RIDGE, Mr. ROTH, Mrs. RoUKEMA, Mr. 
SCHUMER, Mr. SHUMWAY, Mr. WIRTH, 
Mr. GROTBERG, and Mr. WORTLEY): 

H.R. 3567. A bill to improve the quality of 
examinations of despository institutions, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee 
on Banking, Finance and Urban Affairs. 

By Mr. DOWNEY of New York <for 
himself and Mr. l\.::ARKEY): 

H.R. 3568. A bill to amend the Public Util
ity Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 to re
quire regulated retail electric utilities to un
dertake reasonably prudent response activi
ties when natural disasters cause interrup
tions in electric service, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

By Mr. HOWARD Cfor himself, Mr. 
HUGHES, Mr. SAXTON, Mr. ATKINS, 
Mr. RoE, Mr. GALLO, anj Mr. 
FLORIO): 

H.R. 3569. A bill to restrict the dumping 
of sewage sludge in the ocean site off the 
coast of New York and New Jersey known as 
the "106-Mile Ocean Waste Dump Site" to 
certain authorities currently authorized to 
dump sewage sludge in the New York Bight 
Apex; to the Committee on Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KASTENMEIER <for himself, 
Mr. MOORHEAD, Mr. MAZZOLI, Mr. 
SYNAR, Mrs. SCHROEDER, Mr. FRANK, 
Mr. MORRISON of Connecticut, Mr. 
BERMAN, Mr. BOUCHER, Mr. HYDE, 
Mr. KINDNESS, Mr. DEWINE, Mr. 
SWINDALL, Mr. SHAW, and Mr. 
GREEN): 

H.R. 3570. A bill to amend title 28, United 
States Code, to reform and improve the 
Federal justices and judges survivors' annu
ities program, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LENT (for himself, Mr. JONES 
of North Carolina, Mr. BIAGGI, and 
Mr. SNYDER) Cby request>: 

H.R. 3571. A bill to amend section 1110 of 
title 11 , United States Code; to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

H.R. 3572. A bill to amend chapter 13 of 
title 11, United States Code; to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LUNDINE Cfor himself, Mr. 
GEPHARDT, and Mr. BONKER): 

H.R. 3573. A bill to achieve stable and rea
sonable exchange rates for international 
currencies to strengthen the international 
economy and provide for international eco
nomic growth; jointly, to the Committees on 
Banking, Finance and Urban Affairs, and 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McEWEN: 
H.R. 3574. A bill to require that employees 

of defense contractors be required to under
go a criminal history information check 
before performing work on military installa
tions and to provide the Department of De
fense the right to access to such informa
tion; jointly, to the Committees on Armed 
Services, and Judiciary. 

By Mr. MOORE: 
H.R. 3575. A bill to amend chapter 51 to 

title 18, United States Code, to impose 
criminal penalties, including the death pen
alty, for homicide in the commission of a 
terrorist act outside the United States; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SWINDALL: 
H.R. 3576. A bill to amend the Internal 

Revenue Code of 1954 to allow deductions 
from gross income for contributions not in 
excess of $3,000 for any calendar year to an 
education savings account established to ac
cumulate savings to pay the elementary, 
secondary, and postsecondary education ex
penses of any individual, and for other pur
poses: to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. BARTLETT <for himself, Mr. 
FROST, Mr. SWEENEY, Mr. BRYANT, 
Mr. BUSTAMANTE, and Mr. DELAY>: 

H.J. Res. 421. Joint resolution designating 
the month of January 1986 as "United 
States Savings Bonds Month": to the Com
mittee on Post Office and Civil Service. 

By Mr. SILJANDER Cfor himself, Mr. 
FRANK, Mr. KRAMER, Mr. SCHEUER, 
Mr. LAGOMARSINO, Mr. BORSKI, Mr. 
GROTBERG, Mr. SHELBY, Mr. DORNAN 
of California, Mr. LAFALCE, Mr. 
WAXMAN, Mr. FAZIO, Ms. FIEDLER, 
Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois, and Mr. 
BURTON of Indiana>: 

H. Con. Res. 216. Concurrent resolution 
condemning the racism and antisemitism cf 
Louis Farrakhan and finding his racism and 
divisiveness morally repugnant to the 
people of the United States: to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WEISS: 
H. Con. Res. 217. Concurrent resolution 

condemning the hijacking of the Achille 
Lauro and the murder of Leon Klinghoffer 
and commending President Reagan and 
others who assisted in the apprehension of 
the perpetrators of such acts: to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SCHUMER: 
H. Res. 295. Resolution urging a joint 

United States-Soviet effort to achieve world
wide disease immunization by 1990; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

MEMORIALS 
Under clause 4 of rule XII, memori

als were presented and referred as fol
lows: 
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271. By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the 

State Assembly of California, relative to nu
clear crisis control centers; to the Commit
tee on Foreign Affairs. 

272. Also, memorial of the House of Rep
resentatives of the Commonwealth of Penn
sylvania. relative to the deduction for State 
and local taxes; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule :XXII, 
Mr. TAYLOR introduced a bill <H.R. 

3577> for the relief of Milanie C. Escobal 
Norman and Angela Dawn Norman; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, spon

sors were added to public bills and res
olutions as follows: 

H .R . 776: Mr. LoWERY of California. 
H.R. 864: Mr. ROBINSON, Mr. HORTON, and 

Mr. STENHOLM. 
H.R. 887: Mr. RICHARDSON. 
H .R . 999: Mr. RICHARDSON. 
H.R. 1017: Mr. WYLIE. 
H .R. 1145: Mr. BOLAND. 
H.R. 1207: Mr. LEACH of Iowa, Mr. SHARP, 

Mr. CHAPPIE, Mrs. BENTLEY, and Ms. MIKUL
SKI. 

H.R. 1316: Mr. McCAIN. 
H.R. 1318: Mr. TORRICELLI and Mr. RICH-

ARDSON. 
H.R. 1338: Mr. KINDNESS. 
H .R. 1353: Mr. GROTBERG. 
H.R. 1393: Mr. EVANS of Illinois. 
H.R. 1479: Mr. WORTLEY and Mr. WEISS. 
H.R. 1584: Mr. RICHARDSON. 
H.R. 1674: Mr. HAWKINS. 
H .R . 1769: Mr. OBERSTAR, Mr. FRosT, and 

Mr.VANDERJAGT. 
H .R. 1875: Mr. MANTON, Mr. DAVIS, Mr. 

HEFTEL of Hawaii, Mr. MILLER of Washing
ton, Mr. TAUZIN, Mr. NOWAK, Mr. BERMAN, 
Mr. BLILEY, Mr. LEVIN of Michigan, Mr. 
NIELSON of Utah, Mr. ANTHONY, and Mr. 
DELAY. 

H.R. 2080: Mr. GUARINI, Mr. ACKERMAN, 
and Mr. McCAIN. 

H .R. 2205: Mr. BoucHER, Mr. CARNEY, Mr. 
CARPER, Mr. MOAKLEY, and Mr. SAXTON. 

H.R. 2580: Mr. SAVAGE, Mrs. BoxER, Mr. 
ATKINS, and Ms. KAPTUR. 

H.R. 2588: Mr. CONYERS, Mr. DANNEMEYER, 
Mr. DAVIS, Mr. YouNG of Florida, Mr. 
BERMAN, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. HATCHER, Mr. 
STRATTON, Mr. FISH, Mr. WOLPE, Mr. WEISS, 
Mr. LANTOS, Mr. MACK, Mr. LEHMAN of Cali
fornia, Mr. COBEY, Mr. MARTIN of New York, 
Mr. SHUMWAY, Mr. MILLER of Washington, 
Mr. MOORE, and Mr. CHAPPELL. 

H.R. 2659: Mr. GREGG. 
H.R. 2741: Mr. SUNIA and Mr. DEWINE. 
H .R. 2768: Mr. WORTLEY, Mr. HYDE, and 

Mr. MARTINEZ. 
H.R. 2782: Mr. CONTE, Mr. OBERSTAR, and 

Mr. YATRON. 
H.R. 2833: Mr. WILLIAMS and Ms. KAPTUR. 
H.R. 2834: Ms. KAPTUR. 
H.R. 2863: Mr. FORD of Tennessee and Mr. 

WISE. 
H.R. 2876: Mr. DWYER of New Jersey, Mr. 

WEISS, Mr. SEIBERLING, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. PA
NETTA, Mr. MATSUI, Mr. BARNES, Mrs. 
BURTON of California, Mr. RANGEL, Mr. 
LEHMAN of California, Mr. MRAZEK, Mr. 
BEILENSON, and Mr. COELHO. 

H.R. 2943: Mr. SHELBY, Mr. COBLE, Mr. 
SWINDALL, Mr. ROEMER, Mr. BRYANT, Mr. 
OXLEY, and Mr. LEHMAN of Florida. 

H.R. 2954: Mr. COBEY, Mr. RALPH M. HALL, 
Mr. MURPHY Mr. BEREUTER, and Mr. CHAP
PIE. 

H.R. 3042: Mr. EDGAR and Mr. SEIBERLING. 
H.R. 3059: Mr. EVANS of Illinois, Mr. 

DEWINE, Mr. CHANDLER, and Mr. KOLBE. 
H.R. 3064: Mr. WHITTAKER. 
H.R. 3087: Mr. CHANDLER, Mr. TORRICELLI, 

Mr. SEIBERLING, Mr. YATES, Mr. FISH, Mr. 
VENTO, Mr. PANETTA, Mr. PEPPER, Mr. 
COYNE, Mr. ERDREICH, Mr. FLORIO, Mr. 
McKINNEY, Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. SOLARZ, 
Mr. TOWNS, Mr. DASCHLE, Mr. FOWLER, Mr. 
RANGEL, Mr. BoucHER, Ms. KAPTuR, Mr. 
Bosco, Mr. FAZIO, Mr. SCHEUER, Mr. SuNIA, 
Mr. GEJDENSON, and Mr. SMITH of Florida. 

H.R. 3131: Mr. BEDELL, Mr. WORTLEY, Mr. 
FAZIO, Mr. MOAKLEY, Mr. SIKORSKI, Mr. 
BUSTAMANTE, Mr. DYSON, Mr. NELSON of 
Florida, Mr. MANTON, Mr. TOWNS, and Ms. 
KAPTUR. 

H.R. 3132: Mr. DURBIN Mr. SUNIA, and Mr. 
CARPER. 

H.R. 3147: Mr. EDWARDS of Oklahoma. 
H.R. 3190: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. TRAFICANT, 

and Mr. FLORIO. 
H.R. 3260: Mr. McKINNEY, Mr. NEAL, Mr. 

ROBINSON, Mr. TAUKE, Mr. BEDELL, and Mr. 
MORRISON of Connecticut. 

H.R. 3263: Mr. CHANDLER and Mr. WOLPE. 
H.R. 3326: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. FuQUA, Mr. 

GEJDENSON, Mr. SENSENBRENNER, Mr. HAYES, 
Mr. BERMAN, Mrs. SCHROEDER, Ms. KAPTUR, 
Mr. CONYERS, Mr. FAZIO, Mr. TALLON, Mr. 
WEISS, and Mr. MARTINEZ. 

H.R. 3328: Mr. DORGAN of North Dakota, 
Mr. KINDNESS, Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois, Mr. 
VOLKMER, Mr. LATTA, and Mr. JoNEs of Ten
nessee. 

H .R. 3339: Mr. OBERSTAR, and Mr. NELSON 
of Florida. 

H .R. 3344: Mr. BERMAN, Mr. WEISS, Mr. 
SAXTON, Mr. SABO, Mrs. BURTON of Califor
nia, Mr. EDGAR, Mr. MITCHELL, Mrs. BOXER, 
Mr. ROBERTS, Mr. BEVILL, Mr. STOKES, Mr. 
OWENS, and Mr. SuNIA. 

H.R. 3346: Mr. CRANE, Mr. DORNAN of Cali
fornia, Mr. GINGRICH, Mr. BLILEY, and Mr. 
HAMMERSCHMIDT. 

H.R. 3357: Mr. BOULTER. 
H.R. 3371: Mr. DREIER of California, Mr. 

KOLBE, and Ms. KAPTUR. 
H.R. 3372: Mr. McKINNEY and Mr. CARPER. 
H.R. 3420: Mr. DUNCAN, Mr. EDWARDS of 

Oklahoma, and Mr. CHANDLER. 
H.R. 3436: Mr. WOLF and Mrs. BENTLEY. 
H.R. 3444: Mr. JONES of Oklahoma. 
H.R. 3448: Mr. VALENTINE. 
H.R. 3511: Mr. LUNGREN and Mr. KIND

NESS. 
H.R. 3512: Mr. DELLUM$, Mr. SMITH of 

Florida, Mr. MURPHY, Mr. PRICE, Mr. FRosT, 
Mr. DANIEL, and Mr. WORTLEY. 

H.R. 3515: Mr. DANIEL. 
H.R. 3521: Mr. LEATH of Texas. 
HJ. Res. 127: Mr. RODINO, Mr. LoWRY of 

Washington, Mr. MORRISON of Washington, 
Mr. JONES of Oklahoma, Mr. GALLO, Mr. AD
DABBO, and Mr. MARKEY. 

H.J. Res. 245: Mr. DANIEL, Mr. O'BRIEN, 
Mr. FAZIO, Mr. PASHAYAN, Mr. BENNETT, Mr. 
GINGRICH, Mr. HATCHER, and Mr. SUNIA. 

H.J. Res. 381: Mr. EDGAR. 
H.J. Res. 416: Mr. PACKARD. 
H. Con. Res. 69: Mr. MANTON. 
H. Con. Res. 117: Mr. DANIEL and Mr. 

MONSON. 
H. Con. Res. 197: Mr. PARRIS, Mr. DAVIS, 

Mr. EDWARDS of Oklahoma, Mr. DARDEN, Mr. 
CONYERS, Mr. ARMEY, Mr. ERDREICH, and Ms. 
MIKULSKI. 

H. Con. Res. 210: Mr. KosTMAYER, Mr. 
HAYES, Mr. DWYER of New Jersey, Mr. 
LowERY of California, Mr. BRYANT, Mr. 
MANTON, Mr. BERMAN, and Mr. MORRISON of 
Connecticut. 

H. Res. 76: Mr. BERMAN, Mr. NIELSON of 
Utah, Mr. DAUB, and Ms. MIKULSKI. 

H. Res. 105: Mr. CONYERS. 
H. Res. 194: Mr. ATKINS, Mr. TAUZIN, Mrs. 

COLLINS, and Mr. SISISKY. 
H. Res. 219: Mr. BEREUTER, Mr. PRICE, Mr. 

CHAPMAN, Mr. HEFTEL of Hawaii, Mr. ENG
LISH, Mr. YOUNG of Missouri, Mrs. BENTLEY, 
Mr. RICHARDSON, and Mr. WEAVER. 

H. Res. 245: Mr. CLINGER, Mr. CHAPPELL, 
Mr. DOWDY of Mississippi, Mr. FISH, Mr. 
GONZALEZ, Mr. HOYER, Ms. KAPTUR, Mr. 
LEATH of Texas, Mrs. MARTIN of Illinois, Mr. 
NICHOLS, Mr. OLIN, Ms. SNOWE, Mr. SuNIA, 
Mr. TALLON, Mr. VOLKMER, and Mr. YOUNG 
of Missouri. 

H. Res. 270: Mr. KOSTMAYER, Mr. MATSUI, 
Mr. FISH, Mr. GRAY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
SCHEUER, Mr. CROCKETT, Mr. LELAND, and 
Mr. HOYER. 

H . Res. 271: Mr. TowNs, Mr. MARTINEZ, 
Mr. MURPHY, Mr. SCHEUER, Mr. DWYER of 
New Jersey, and Mr. CARNEY. 

DELETIONS OF SPONSORS FROM 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLU
TIONS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, spon

sors were deleted from public bills and 
resolutions as follows: 

H.R. 3520: Mr. WOLF. 

AMENDMENTS 
Under clause 6 of rule XXIII, pro

posed amendments were submitted as 
follows: 

H.R. 3500 
By Mr. UDALL: 

-Page 412, line 19, through page 420, line 
23, strike out sections 5101 through 5104 
and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
SEC. 5101. DISTRIBUTION OF SECTION S<r> AC

COUNT. 

<a> Any and all rights under section S<g> 
of the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act 
<43 U.S.C. 1337(g)) with respect to bonuses 
and rents received before the date of enact
ment of this Act are hereby extinguished. 
In lieu of such rights, and in accordance 
with the provisions of this section, the Sec
retary of the Interior shall, from the sepa
rate account in the United States Treasury 
established under section 8Cg)(4), pay-

<1> $376,916,681 to the State of Texas; 
<2> $492,576.427 to the State of Louisiana; 
<3> $374,035,443 to the State of California; 
<4> $56,255,324 to the State of Alaska; 
<5> $63,932,966 to the State of Alabama; 
<6> $14,910,958 to the State of Mississippi; 

and 
<7> $27,706 to the State of Florida; 

plus interest from April l, 1985, to the date 
of enactment of this Act at a rate deter
mined by the Secretary of the Treasury. All 
funds attributable to bonuses and rents re
maining in such account after payment is 
made in accordance with this section shall 
be credited to the miscellaneous receipts of 
the Treasury. 

Cb) The acceptance of payment under this 
section shall satisfy and release any and all 
claims against the United States arismg 
under, or related to, section 8<g> of the 
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Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act with re
spect to bonuses and rents. 
and renumber subsequent sections accord
ingly, and 

Page 427, line 17 through page 437, line 7, 
strike out all of sections 6401 through 6406 

and renumber subsequent sections accord
ingly. 

H.R. 3327 
By Mr. BROWN of California: 

-Page 3, line 17, insert ": Provided further, 
That none of such funds may be used for 

anti-satellite system facilities at Langley Air 
Force Base" after "'therefor". 
-Page 3, line 9, strike out "$1,600.040,000'' 
and insert in lieu thereof "$1,585.140,000". 
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